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THE CONCEPT OF SPATIAL REDISTRIBUTION IN MODERN SUB JECT FIELD
OF SOCIAL GEOGRAPHY

For 25 years of the Ukrainian independence the dtimmgeography “was looking for itself’ in the mettology of modern
science. Such searches were not always fruitfulinaier conditions of the market economy they wargdly carried out “by feel”.
However, during this time the surrounding world wigseloping by its own laws, becoming multidimemsib It remains to be un-
derstood by most geographers of the old classatadd. The geographical space and areas of itdaj@went, traditionally studied
by social geographers, can be better researchettfre standpoint of the concept of spatial redistion proposed by the author. In
his opinion, this concept should constitute themfiauindations of the modern subject area of s@gafbraphy.

Despite the intensive search for new paradigm$iéndomestic geography, there was no integrative aeproblem that
would unite geographers regardless of the physindl economic direction. In reality, there is onhegroblem in the world — a
gradual depletion of natural resources of the flarteus, the rest of others are derivative problemnshe principle of the increasing
gear. But modern global economy continues to grothatexpense of the natural resources of the pkamétthe most developed
countries have learned redistribute them skillfillyheir favor.

The idea of spatial redistribution, in our opinishpuld have a leading position in contemporaryesitarea of social geog-
raphy. It should be based on more applied are@sggmedistribution; spatial inversions; spatialistribution of mineral resources;
spatial redistribution of environmental resourcgzatial redistribution of material and energy floafsthe biosphere; resource and
financial spatial redistribution in the global ecomic system.
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Cep:iii Convko. KOHIEIIIA ITIPOCTOPOBOI'O IEPEPO3IIOALTY Y ITPEAMETHIH OBJIACTI CYCIHLThHOI
TEOTrPA®II

Ipotsirom 25 pokiB yKpaiHCHKOT HE3aJIKHOCTI BiTUM3HsIHA reorpadis «urykanga cebe» B MeTonoJorii cydacHoi Hayku. Taxi
MOILYKH BUSBJSUIUCS HE 3aBX/H IUTIAHMMHU, OCKIJIBKM B YMOBaX PHHKOBOI €KOHOMIKH 31€01IbIIOTO0 3iHCHIOBAIHCS «HABIIOMALIKH.
OpHak 3a 1ell yac HaBKOJIMIIHIA CBIT PO3BMBABCS 3a CBOIMU 3aKOHaMHM, CTaBIIM OaraToBHMipHHM. Lle mie HanxexuTb 3pO3yMiTH
Ginbrocti reorpadis crapoi kmacuuHol mwKkoid. ['eorpadiunuii mpocTip i HaMPsSMU KOro OCBOEHHS, IKUMHU TPAJULIHHO 3aiMaIOThCsI
CyCHiNbHI reorpadu, MOXyTh OyTH Kpalle JOCHiIKeH] 3 MO3ULii KOHIEMIii IPOCTOPOBOTO MEepepo3NOALTy, 3alIPOIIOHOBAHOI aBTO-
pom. Ha #foro mymKy, Il KOHIIETIIIisi IOBHMHHA CKJIaJaTH FOJIOBHUH (yHIaMEHT Cyd4acHOI IpegMeTHOI o0JacTi CycminbHOI reorpadii.

Kniouogi cnoea: MeTonoIoOris, Iapagurya, CTiHKui, pO3BUTOK, IPOCTOPOBHH, IEPEPO3MOALIL.

Cepzeii  Convko. KOHIEIIHA ITPOCTPAHCTBEHHOI'O IIEPEPACIIPEAEJIEHHS B IPEJMETHOH
OBJIACTH OBI[ECTBEHHOW I'EOI'PADHH

Ha npotspxennn 25 et ykpanHCKOH HE3aBHCHMOCTH OTE€UECTBEHHAs Teorpadusi «ickaia ce0s» B METOMOJIOTUH COBPEMEH-
HOHM Hayku. Takue MOMCKM OKa3bIBAIHMCH HE BCETAA IUIOAOTBOPHBIMH, IIOCKOJBKY B YCIOBHSAX PHIHOYHOM PKOHOMHUKH MO OoJbIIeit
YacTHU OCYIIECTBILUIUCH «HAOIIYIb». ONHAKO 3a 3TO BpeMs OKPYKAFOLUA MUP Pa3BUBAJICA IO CBOMM 3aKOHaM, CTaB MHOT'OMEPHBIM.
D710 ele HAUISKUT HOHATH OOJILLIMHCTBY reorpad)oB cTapoi KiaccHyecKkoi wmikoisl. I'eorpaduyeckoe npocTpaHCTBO U HAIPaBIIe-
HHS €r0 OCBOEHUS, KOTOPBIMH TPaJUIIMOHHO 3aHUMAIOTCS 00IIECTBEHHbIE Teorpadbl, MOTYT OBITH JIy4Ille HCCIEA0OBAHbI C MO3ULIUN
KOHIIETIIIUU MTPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO IepepacipeneNneHus], MpenoxKkenHoi aBTropom. Ilo ero MHEHHIO, 3Ta KOHIIEMINUS JOKHA COCTaB-
JISIT TJIABHBINA QyHAAMEHT COBPEMEHHOW NMPEAMETHOM 00acTi 00IeCTBEeHHO reorpadum.

Knrwoueegvie cnosa: MeTononorus, napaaurma, yCTOM4nBbIi, pa3BUTHE, IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIH, Iiepepacipe/ieIcHuE.

Problem statement Stepping up in methodological geographies. Perhaps, this event was the resut5of
discussions, taking place in the domestic geogcaphi years of estrangement of the domestic social gpbgra
science in recent years, causes suspicion (pervapsg from its classical foundations started by M.M. Belay.
suspicion) that today the modern geography is bt# a This estrangement is probably felt by most geogeeph
to respond adequately to quick changes aroundtand i as it was discussed in reports of last CongresSeuf-
floundering in stormy sea of paradigms, conceptd an graphical Society in Vinnitsia. Although, therens an-
hypotheses. swer for the question “Where did the domestic docia

It seems as if the content of the modern subjectgeography come to?” One thing is clear — duringldise
area, especially social geography, is not outliaed 15-20 years of the market economy our science was e
even not marked about. The recent promulgatiorhef t pected to give a very specific product, measured in
list of areas of training by Ministry of Educatiand monetary terms, not only dreamy considerationshef t
Science of Ukraine leads to this conclusion in \whic structure of the universe. We are deeply convirtbed
there were no social, economic, social and economicthe lack of such product has prompted numerousipubl
cations about the “status”, “mission”, “prospects”,
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“methodological transformations” that appeared regu
larly in recent years [1].

Main material. 25-year Ukrainian independence
against the background of open borders and degpehin
commercialization led geography, this romantic aed-
sual science into a dead end steadily and irréugrsi
The disappointment from that there are no “blank
spaces” left led geographers to clumsy attemptthef
methodological expansion into computer science; eco
nomics, sociology, biology, mathematics, physicsl an

estimates should be “softer”. In other words, taince
the main resource users in “environmental manag€men
not with calling for restriction (even scientifitabased)
but with stories about the future of their childreto
also want to make a profit from coal mining, oregas,
electricity sales, grain, and others.

However, somewhere in the late 1990s, several
Russian scientists drew attention to the problemg¢hm
more important than listed above [25]. Designatain
this problem came down to the idea of a globalstedi

other sciences. However, this impasse became evemution of natural resources which the developingneo

worse as domestic geographers once again gavetbirth
methodological simulacrum [14] like “spatial clustg
many “paradigms”, “strategies of environmental man-
agement” and “sustainable development” (including
“Housing and Utilities Economy”) ... Trying to coinie
them under the banner of: at first — “continuou®-ge
graphic education”; then — “post neo-classics”ttar —

tries carry out “through informatization” [8, 9].nder-
standing the idea of redistribution from the pasiti of
geographical division of labor is also expressedria of

the author’'s publications [18]. The author arguest t
today the domestic geography does not have a single
constructive paradigm that would unite all geogeaph
around one problemin reality, the problem in the world

“human landscape science” and “constructive geogra-is only one — a gradual depletion of natural resesirof

phy”; further — “sustainable development”; further
“sociogeosystems”; still hereinafter “environmental
study”; further — “ecological networks” did not ghany-
thing qualitatively new.

the planet Thus, the rest of others are derivative prob-
lems, on the principle of the increasing gear: ecuig,
environmental, social, humanitarian, rising infbaj
regional conflicts and attempts to make “sustaigiabl

In fact, the “blank spaces” have not disappeareddevelopment... A clear proof of it was impossililit
anywhere on a modern map. However, the very world more than 20 years (since Rio 1992) to make “sustai

map and, truly, the world itself changed radicalhg-

coming n-dimensional. Most geographers of the tdd-c
sical school should understand it as they are s@oues

to the two-dimensional black and white, or it igteeto

say gray, perception of complex spatial proces2gg [

One would like to believe that with the fourth at-
tempt (the first attempt was the article of 1.G.e@lanev
in UGJ [26], the second attempt was after the samim
IGS NAS in 2010 [2], the third attempt was in 2Qifter
the scientific conference “Modern problems of geegr
phy and education in Ukraine” at Kiev National Usriv
sity named after Shevchenko) [24] the geographio-co
munity finally realizes that it is impossible toha® prac-
tical, evaluated with money, issues without a gron
adequate theoretical foundation.

"Information age" [1] caused a lot of noise among
geographers but it turned out that natural rescucem
be successfully used [4,7,8] without geographicadat
bases, inventories, remote sensing methods, gatdgahp
expertise and many other achievements of naticead-g
raphy. Moreover, under current conditions the ruthless
exploitation of natural rent continues and any infa-
tion about natural resources (as GIS or inventpriges
deadly for the government (as it is obvious whogreh
and how much stofe Perhaps, that is why today geog-
raphers should deeply think about the perspectiofty
future development of the resource direction inggae
phy. Why add itself automatically to the opposifoim
particular, issues, and, most importantly, objexdivn
the study of different resource potentials and megy

The list in UGINe 2, 2010.

2A kind of modern electronic declaration.

3Thus, the author deliberately blurs the artifigiatteated line
between natural and social branches of modern gpbygr
Look: S. Lem “Futurological Congress”.

able” development, that is, all the time “suppottede,
and above all, because of the lack of resourcesuoh
support.

For example, let us try “environmentally” estimate
“Project 21" — Metallurgical Plant “Interpipe” orhe
basis of the concept of redistribution. Howevegrghis
quite effective method for such assessment, detiiitp
[15, 16]. In order to build a modern enterprise ynhigh
quality building materials are necessary that am- p
duced not only in Dnipro but also in other regioos:
ment, granite, building ceramics and others. Bay tare
all made on technologically outdated enterprises] a
therefore, they “took away” a portion of the enwiro
mental resource of the biosphere in the coursehisf t
production. High-tech equipment of the “metalluadic
miracle” probably made of heat-resistant, supeyatio
metals for the production of which it is hecessargx-
tract and enrich more than a thousand tons of petgin
lic ores and ores of rare metals, spending eneagyecs,
polluting the environment with dust, eventuallykitey
the living space of other types for dumps. Finathe
operation of the electrometallurgical enterprisecim-
nected with consumption of huge amount of eledrici
which should be produced at SDPP burning lots af,co
or at HPP radically changing the hydrological regiaf
rivers, or at NPP creating another Chernobyl.

Preventing accusations of supporters of new tech-
nologies and post-industrial development, we should
assure the reader who has never supported alarmist
ideas, whose main slogan is “close and prohibidgilee
that in today’s globalized cruel world the lead@vsbf
the country is provided by advancing other coustrie
and, above all, in the sphere of high technoloditsy-
ever, it turned out [19], this “advancing” develogmh is
through the use of the environmental resource bérot
areas, particularly of less developed countrieshose
countries which still have significant areas of isnd
turbed ecosystems [6, 8, 19]. Thus, there is netén-
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able”, “supported” development. To add something in Thus, the mediation [13, 20] is a main sign of that
one place it should be taken from another placenor, hidden mechanism of spatial redistribution of globa
other words, to redistribute spatially [18]. In fathe natural resources which should be investigateddmgg
most developed countries are doing it successhulbr raphers today. The redistribution of resourcesinmet
since the industrial revolution. Probably, a goednt (“We borrow the planet from future generations”)swa

may be “to limit” here, as did the creators of #oto written about a lot since the dawn of the developinod
Protocol. the strategy for sustainable development [10].
But despite its existence, the modern world econ- In fact, [13] an objective assessment of conditions

omy continues to develop at the expense of nateral for such development is made in the article. “libiis
sources of the planet (let us remember which camtr ity” of resource consumption of the biosphere is-pr
do not agree to ratify the Kyoto protocol?). Unfert  vided by virtual mechanisms through financial, infia-
nately, in these circumstances geographers carffeat o tional and political spheres that can be foundrirg] 19,
anything better than “to limit”. In particular, ducestric- 20]. In other words, the idea of redistribution de-
tions are embodied today in different resourcenestes scribed by P. Protopopov in the bio correlationasgt
(inventories, expertise) which become more impdrtan [27].

due to modern information technologies, particylarl Conclusions The idea of spatial redistribution, in

Geoinformatics. However, who among prudent investor our opinion, should have a leading position in eomo-

will agree to invest in “limits”? rary subject area of social geography. It shouldbésed
To honor of the Russian scientists, they were ttble  on more applied areas:

make the problem of exhaustion of planetary ressirc - Energy redistribution [11, 12];

of state significance. In particular, through thectbsure - Spatial inversions [16];

of discrimination of the Kyoto Protocol [3, 5], folved - Spatial redistribution of mineral resources [18];

by access to the geopolitics: “Russia is a worldvgro - Spatial redistribution of environmental resources

which has a probable enemy/ enemies — countrigs tha[9];

indirectly, that is through the mechanism of theoky - Spatial redistribution of material and energy#o

Protocol, plunder its natural resources”. The pbida of the biosphere [21, 22];

enemy is an appropriate military doctrine with aygi- - Resource and financial spatial redistributiorthie

ate MIC financing that today Ukraine feels very hige  global economic system [8].

by the results of the expansion of its northerrghleor. In other words, spatial redistribution is a huge

Perhaps, the Ukrainian geographers, following the-c = “blank space” that exists today on the world map an
cept of spatial redistribution, must seek for arcadte which should be soon eliminated by social geogrephe
geopolitical response to the development of alttreaa  according to the specifics of activities.

geopolitical strategies [17].

CnucoK BUKOPHCTAHUX JKepeJ:

1. Barpos H.B. Craryc, muccus u nepcrekrusa reorpaduu / barpos H.B., Pynenko JI.I'., Uepsanes U.I'. // Ykpaiuce-
kuit reorpadivnmii xxypraiz. — 2010. Ne 2. —C. 5-9.

2. T'eorpadiuHa Hayka B HOBHX COILIaIbHO-€KOHOMIYHAX YMOBaxX PO3BUTKY YKpaiHu: MaTepiann HayKOBOTO CeMiHapy
«KoHCcTpyKTHBI3M y cydacHiit reorpadii» (Iacturyt reorpadii HAHY, 16-17rpyxus 2010p.) // Ykpaincekuii reo-
rpadiunnii xxyprair — 2011, Ne 1.- 78c.

3. Tony6es I'.H. ['eoskonorus u rnodanbusie u3menenus / [ H. Tony6es // Bectauk Mock. yu-Ta. Cep. 5. eorpadus.
—1988. -Ne 4. —C. 23-34.

4. TopuikoB B.I'. ®usmueckue u Ouosiormyeckue ocHOBHI ycroiunmBoctu xu3uu [ Ilom pen. K.C. Jlocepa. —
M..BUHUTU, 1995. — 47k.

5. JMauunos-/laannbsa B.U. Dxonoruyeckuii BbI30B U ycroiunBoe passutue / Janunos-Jlanwisssa B.U., Jloces K.C. —
M., 2000. — 41%.

6. Exosoriuni ocHOBH 30a1aHCOBAHOIO IPHPOIOKOPUCTYBAHHS y arpoc(epi: HaBYaIbHHUN MOCIOHHMK / 33 peNaKiicro
C.II. Connka Ta H.B. Makcumenko. — X.: XHY imeni B.H. Kapasina, 2015. — 56&.

7. Konpaparses K.41. Bananc yriepona B mupe u B Poccuu / Konnparses K.A1., Jloces K.C., Anannuesa M.JI., UecHo-
koBa U.B. // U3Bectus PAH. Cepus reorpaduueckas. - 2002. -Ne 4. -C. 9-16.

8. Jlumen O.I". I'nobansubie pobnemsl — reorpaduueckas nanopama 2002r. / FO.I'. Jlunen // MaTtepuansl mOCTOSIHHO
JICMCTBYIOIIET0 MEKANCUMIUIMHApHOrO ceMuHapa KiyOa yuenbix <« o0anbHblii Mup». - 3patenbckuit [lom
«BEK». MnctutyT Mukposkonomuku, 2002. -C. 5-14.

9. Jloces K.C. BrojpkeT aHTpOIIOTeHHOTO YIiiepo/ia U PoJib €eKOCHCTEM B €r0 SMHUCCUU M CTOKE B TJI00aIbHOM M KOHTH-
nentanbHoM Macirabax / K.C. Jloces // CtpaHbl ¥ pErnOHBI HA MyTH K COATAHCUPOBAHHOMY pa3BUTHIO. COOPHUK
Hay4YHBIX TpynoB. —Kues: «Akanemnepuoauka», 2003. -C. 36-41.

10. Hamre obmiee 0yaymee. —M.: IIporpecc, 1989. — 37&.

11. Mucemak B.I1. DHepronMiyabCHas CYIHOCTh SKOHOMHUYECKOro 0asuca odmectsa / B.II. ITuceMmak [DneKTpOHHbIM
pecypc]. — Pesxxum nocryma:

12. Toponuucekuii C.A. Buopani tBopu / C.A. TTomomuucekuii. —K.: KHEY, 2000. — 328.

13. To3musixkoB [1.B. Paspaborka um kaprorpad)MpoBaHHE HWHTEIPAIBHBIX MOKA3aTE/ICH YCTONYMBOTO Pa3sBUTHS CTpPaH
mupa / Iosauskos J[.B., Tukynos B.C.,®enoros A.IL. // Becta. Mock. yu-ta. Cep. 5.Teorpadus. — 2003. Ne 2. —
C. 20-29.



2016 Yaconuc coyianbHo-eKoHOMIYHOL 2eo2padii sunyck 21(2)

14. TlycToTa U CUMYJISIKP — KIIIOYEBbIE CUMBOJBI moctMoepHa (CumBousl u 3Haku XXI| Beka —yacte 17 [DnekTpos-
HEIA pecypc]. — Pexxum pocryna: http://www.polit.nnov.ru/2009/03/03/symbolpoostbt

15.Poraues C.B. 3akoH coxpaHeHHs reorpaMuecKoro npoCcTPaHCcTBa, WK OBICTPO XOPOLIO He ObIBAeT [DIIEKTPOHHBIHA
pecypc]. / C.B. Poraues // Teorpadust. — 2002. Ne 10. —Pexxum pocrymna: http//geo.lseptember.ru.

16.Poraues C.B. [IpoctpancTBeHHbIE HHBEPCHH. [lecaTh cuTyaruii 1t ananusa / C.B. Poraues // T'eorpapus. — 1999. -
Ne 27.

17.Conbko C.I1. Banriiicbko-Cepea3eMHOMOpChKa reONnoiTHYHA JOKTpHHA Ta 3aHenan espasiiictea / C.I1. Conbko //
HaykoBuii BicHHK XepcOHCBKOTo sepxaBHoro yHiBepcurery. Cepist ['eorpadiuni Hayku. — XepcoH. Jepx. yH-T.,
«Bunasuununii nim «enpBetuka». —Xepcon, 2016. -Ne 3. —C. 74-77.

18.Conbko C.II. 'eorpadiunuii moxin mpari ado riaobansHuil nepeposmnonin npupoguux pecypcis? / C.II. Conbko //
Bicauk XapkiBcbkoro HamioHanbHOTO yHiBepcutery iM. B.H. Kapasina. Cepis 'eonorist. 'eorpadisi. Exomoris. —
Xapkis, XHY imeni B.H. Kapaszina, 2003. -Ne 610. —C. 116-121.

19.Conbko C.I1. 3acaguudi IPUHIMITKE HOOCHEPHOTO IPUPOTOKOPUCTYBAHHS Y KOHTEKCT] KOHIICIIIIi CTaJIOr0 PO3BUTKY
/ C.I1. Consko // Bicuuk Kpusopizekoro exkonomignoro incturyry KHEY. — 2006. Ne 8. —C. 74-87.

20.Consko C.II. TIpoctopoBi i wacoBi MexaHi3mu ekoyioriudoi ekcmancii arpomangmadry / C.JII. Conbko,
H.B. Makcumenko // Jlronuna Ta noBkimis. — Xapkis: Bugasaunrso XHY imeni B.H. Kapasina, 2013. Bum. 2(15).
—C. 5-21.

21.Conbko C.II. Hoocdepra aunamika mpocTopoBux couiansHo-ekoHoMiuHuX cucteM / C.I1. Conbko // Jlanamadtu i
cyuacHicTh. — KuiB-Binnuns, [Nmanic, 2000. —C. 34-38.

22.Comnbko C.II. CyuyacHa moaucikauis Teopii ekonomiunoro paiionysants / C.I1. Conbko // PerionanbHa ekoHOMIKA.
—2005. -Ne 3. —C. 13-28.

23.Cnucok HaykoBux mpaipk mnpodecopa C.IT. Conbka cranom Ha 15.12.2015. Enextponnuii pecypc]. Penosurapiii
VYmancekoro HYC. — Pexxum mocrymy: http://lib.udau.edu.ua/handle/123456789/113R03umii NeNe: 21, 22, 24,
27,28, 29, 31, 32, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 5258355, 56, 57, 58, 61, 63, 65, 68, 71, 72, 7380682, 85, 89, 92,
93, 95, 96, 102, 111, 124, 133, 140, 141, 160, 181, 179, 184, 222.

24.Conbko C.II. QUO VADIS, Bitun3nsiHa cycminbHa reorpadis? CyuacHi mpodieMu po3BUTKY reorpadiqaol HayKH i
ocBit B YKpaini: marepianu V Beeykp Hayk.-nipakt. koud., (Kuis, 26-28muct. 2015p.) / Kuis. Hail. yH-T im. Tapa-
ca Illepuenka. —K.: O6pii, 2015. — 202. - C. 51-53.

25.CrpaHbl 1 periMoHbl Ha MyTH K cOaTaHCUpOBaHHOMY pa3BuTHi0. COOpHHUK Hay4HBIX TpynoB. — Kuep-Kamuranoeka,
«Axkanemnepuoanka», 2003. -C. 179-182.

26.YepBanboB L.I'. CriMkumu cxomuHamu aoHH3Yy? (PO3ayMH mpo cTaH Ta HEPCHEKTHBU cydacHOi reorpadii) /
L.I'. YepBauwoB // Ykpaincekuit reorpadivnmii xypHai. — 1995. Ne 3. —C. 47-52.

References:

1. Bagrov, M.V., Rudenko, L.G., Chervanev, |.G. (2Q18fatus, missiya i perspektiva geografii [Statussion and
the prospect of geography)krainian Geographical Journal, 5-9.

2. Geografichna nauka v novykh sotsialno-ekonomichnykiovakh rozvytku Ukrainiaterialy naukovoho seminaru
«Konstruktyvizm u suchasniy geografieographic science under new social and econoanditons of the de-
velopment of Ukraine]. (2011). In: Materials of tha@entific seminar “Constructivism in modern gesggny”. Insti-
tute of Geography NAS, December 16-17, 20dRrainian Geographical JournalKyiv: Institute of Geography
NAS, 78.

3. Golubev, G.N. (1988). Geoekologiya i globalnye ineeiya [Geoecology and global chang&]lletin of Moscow
University. Geography 4, 23-34.

4. Gorshkov, V.G. (1995). Fizicheskie i biologicheskignovy ustoychivosti zhizfPhysical and biological bases of
life stability]. Moscow: VINITI, 471.

5. Danilov-Danilian, V.I., Losev, K.S. (2000). Eekolofeskiy vyzov i ustoychivoe razvitie [Environmehthallenge
and sustainable development]. Moscow, 415.

6. Sonko, S.P., Maksymenko, N.V. (2015). Ekatdmi osnovi zbalansovanoho pryrodokoristuvannya u dgrios
navchalnyi poonyk [Ecological foundations of sustainable envimemtal management in the agrosphere: Text-
book]. Kharkiv: V.N. Karazin KhNU, 568.

7. Kondratiev, K.Y, Losev, K.S., Ananicheva, M.D., &mokova, 1.V. (2002). Balans ugleroda v mire iosfli [The
carbon balance in the world and in Rusdfapceedings of RAS. Geographic sergs9-16.

8. Lipets, Y.G. (2002). Globalnye problemy — geogriadiskaya panorama 2002 g. [Global challenges — gpbipal
panorama 2002. Global issues: geographical panor2002]. Proceedings of the permanent interdisciplinary
seminar of the Club of Scientists “Global world¥loscow: Institute of Microeconomics, 5-14.

9. Losev, K.S. (2003). Byudzhet antropogennogo ugkerodol ekosistem v ego emissii i stoke v globalnom
kontinentalnom masshtabakh [Anthropogenic carbaigbtiand the role of ecosystems in its emissionedfiakent
in the global and continental scaleSpuntries and regions on the road to the balancedetbpment. Collection of
scientific papersKiev: Academperiodika, 36-41.

10.Nashe obshchee budushchee (1989). [Our commorefutdoscow: Progress, 376.

11.Pismak, V.P. Energoimpulsnaya sushchnost ekonosikoge bazisa obshchestva [Energy pulsed naturdeof t
economic basis of the society]. Available at:

12.Podolynsky, S.A. (2000). Vybratvory [Selected works]. Kyiv: KNEU, 328.

10



2016 Yaconuc coyianbHo-exoHomiynol 2eocpaii sunyck 21(2)

13.Pozdniakov, D.V., Tikunov, V.S., Fedotov, A.P. (3DORazrabotka i kartografirovanie integralnykh apteley
ustoychivogo razvitiya stran mira [Development airting of integrated indicators of the sustaiaatvelop-
ment of the countries in the worldulletin of Moscow University. Geograpt8;,20-29.

14.Pustota i simulyakr — klyuchevye simvoly postmodef8imvoly i znaki XXI veka — chast 17 [Emptinesslasimu-
lacrum-key symbols of the postmodern (Symbols armdkenthe twenty-first century — Part 17)]. Availabdt:
http://www.polit.nnov.ru/2009/03/03/symbolpoostota/

15.Rogachev, S.V. (2002). Zakon sokhraneniya geodresikogo prostranstva, ili bystro khorosho ne byjakeé law
of conservation of geographical space or it is rmpod quickly]. Geography 10. Available at:
http//geo.1september.ru.

16.Rogachev, S.V. (1999). Prostranstvennye inversiisyat situatsiy dlya analiza [Spatial inversionen Tases for
analysis].Geography 27.

17.Sonko, S.P. (2016). Baltiysko-Seredzemnomorska a#gghna doktryna ta zanepad evraziystva [Baltic-
Mediterranean geopolitical doctrine and declineEofasianism].Scientific Bulletin of Kherson State University.
Geographical Science Serigéherson: Helvetyka, 3, 74-77.

18.Sonko, S.P. (2003). Geografichnyi podil pratsi globalnyi pererozpodil pryrodnykh resursiv? [I$hieé geographi-
cal division of labor or the redistribution of ghlbnatural resourcesB®ulletin of V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National
University. Series of Geology, Geography, Ecol@&f, 116-121.

19.Sonko, S.P. (2006). Zasadnychi pryntsypy noosfeynphyrodokorystuvannya u konteksti kontseptsii cttal
rozvytku [Fundamental principles of noosphere emvinental management in the context of sustainaéeldp-
ment].Journal of Kryvyi Rig Economic Institute KNEB, 74-87.

20.Sonko, S.P., Maksymenko, N.V. (2013). Prostoroghasovi mekhanizmy ekologichnoi ekspansii agrolhatis
[Spatial and temporal mechanisms of ecological egioa of the agricultural landscap®]an and the environment
Kharkiv: V.N. Karazin KhNU, 2 (15), 5-21.

21.Sonko, S.P. (2000). Noosferna dynamika prostorowgdisialno-ekonomichnykh system [Noospheric dynamic
spatial socio-economic systemsandscapes and modernitgyiv-Vinnitsa: Hypanis, 34-38.

22.Sonko, S.P. (2005). Suchasna modyfikatsiya te&@anemichnoho rayonuvannya [The current modificaidrihe
theory of economic regionalizatiorRegional economys, 13-28.

23.Spysok naukovykh prats profesora S.P. Sonka stananil5.12.2015 [List of scientific works of Professo
Sonko S.P. as of 15.12.2015]. Repository of UmarHNBositionsNe21, 22, 24, 27, 28, 29, 31, 32, 45, 46, 47, 48,
49, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 61, 63, 65,788,72, 73, 76, 80, 82, 85, 89, 92, 93, 95, 9@, 101, 124, 133,
140, 141, 160, 161, 171, 179, 184, 222. Availaklétp://lib.udau.edu.ua/handle/123456789/1133

24.Sonko, S.P. (2015). QUO VADIS, vitchyznyana suspigieografiya? [Is QUO VADIS a domestic social gaeegr
phy?] Modern problems of the development of geographyeshutation in Ukraine. In: Materials of V Ukrainian
Scientific Conferencel. Shevchenko Kyiv National University, Noveml2&-28, 2015. Kyiv: Obrii, 51-53.

25.Strany i regiony na puti k sbalansirovannomu ragwi{2003). [Countries and regions on the roadht thalanced
development]. In; Collection of scientific papefsev-Kapitanovka: Academperiodika, 179-182.

26.Chervanev].G. (1995). Stimkymy skhodynamy donyzu? (Rozdunmy sien ta perspektyvy suchasnoyi heohrafiyi)
[Rapidly down the stairs? (Considering on the statod prospects of modern geographyNrainian Geographical
Journal 3, 47-52.

Haoitiuwna 0o pedkonezii 16.10.201§p.

11



