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Comparative evaluation of the Polish dairy
industry against countries of European Union

The purpose of the article is to reveal a position of the Polish dairy industry in 2010-2015 against a background of the
EU countries.

Research methodology. In the research process have been used such methods as: abstract and logical, system analysis
with using the mathematic methodology, induction and deduction.

Research results. An economic evaluation of the Polish dairy industry compared to the countries of the European Union
has been made. The analysis showed positive effects of industry development and its competitiveness. Poland is an im-
portant producer of milk and dairy products in the European Union. The share of it in the EU dairy industry production (at
comparable prices) in 2015 was almost 8%, which gave the fourth position among the EU countries. The integration with the
European Union has positively affected development of the dairy industry production in Poland and improvement in the
labour productivity and production concentration. Polish milk processing plants are now considered to be one of the most
modern plants in the EU and the Polish dairy industry has become a major producer of milk and dairy products in the Euro-
pean Union.

Elements of scientific novelty. Scientific novelty of the article lies in the revealing of development of the dairy indus-
try of Poland in the condition of European integration and globalization.

Practical significance. The research results can be used by the dairy sector, operators and agricultural enterprises of

the EU and Ukraine. Tabl.: 2. Figs.: 2. Refs.: 6.
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Scientific problem. The objective of the
work is to present the position of the Polish
dairy industry in the years 2010-2015 against a
background of the selected EU countries, es-
pecially those which are major producers of
dairy products! in the European Union, name-
ly: France, Germany, ltaly, the Netherlands
and Spain, Great Britain and Belgium. We
compared, inter alia, the value of the sold
production, employment, labour productivity
and entity structures.

In the years 2010-2015, the Polish dairy in-
dustry was characterised by the fairly stable
development. The integration with the EU
made Polish entrepreneurs in the dairy sector
restructure processing plants so as to adapt
them to the EU requirements and standards
[4]. Polish milk processing plants are now con-
sidered to be one of the most modern plants
in the EU and the Polish dairy industry has be-
come a major producer of milk and dairy
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! We understand dairy products as: milk and cream (non-
condensed), milk powder, buttermilk, soured milk, yoghurt,
kefir, whey, butter, cheese.
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products in the European Union. Poland is
their fourth producer, with the share of al-
most 8% in the EU dairy industry production.

The objective of the article. To present
the position of the Polish dairy industry in the
years 2010-2015 against a background of the
selected EU countries.

Statement of the main results of the
study.

Material and research methodology

The assessment of the development of the
dairy industry in Poland against a background
of the selected EU countries in the years
2010-2015 has been based on the Eurostat da-
ta?. The variability in the sold production of
the dairy industry has been calculated using
the annual average dynamics of changes, us-
ing trend function linear regression analysis
(in absolute terms) or using a compound in-
terest formula [2] (in relative terms).

2 In accordance with the Statistical classification of economic
activities in the European Community (Rev. 2 (NACE Rev. 2))
the dairy industry production is marked with code 10.51 - milk
processing and cheese-making.
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Kn: Ko X (1 +r/100) n-1 r= (n-;f@_i) % 100
~ Bo

where:

Ko - value of the feature in the initial peri-
od,

Kn- value of the feature in the final period,

r - growth rate, annual average rate of
changes.

The comparability of the data on the pro-
duction value of the dairy industry in the EU
countries has been achieved by adjusting the
value of the production expressed in current
prices to the comparable prices, using the
EUR purchasing power indicator® (parity) in
the individual EU countries.
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1. Assessment of the development of the
dairy industry in Poland and in the European
Union in the years 2010-2015

Poland is an important producer of milk
and dairy products in the European Union. The
share of our country in the EU dairy industry
production (at comparable prices) in 2015 was
almost 8%, which gave us the fourth position
among the EU-28 countries. Ahead of us, are
only France (19% of the EU production), Ger-
many (17.2%) and Italy (12.8%). We have the
higher dairy industry production than the
Netherlands (7.5%), Spain (6.7%) or Great
Britain (5.5%) (Figure 1).

France
Germany
Italy
Poland

Netherlands 7//////A| :

Denmark 7// ﬂ

spain 1) <]
Great Britain mﬂ

W
Irleand %!

>
IS
=
°
3]
m

Figure 1. Largest producers of the dairy industry in the EU-28 in 2015, in billion EUR*

* value of the sold production in comparable prices, according to the purchasing power parity.

Source: own study based on the Eurostat data.

Milk is the main product used in the dairy
industry. The purchase of milk by the Polish
dairy industry increased by nearly 21% to
10.5 billion litres over the analysed period.
The supply of milk in the domestic (and EU)
market by 31 March 2015 was regulated by
milk quotas. The main objective of the milk
production quota system was to maintain a
balance between the supply and demand in
the EU milk market and to provide suppliers
with a favourable buying-in price for milk they
produced. The lifting of milk quotas creates a
new situation for both milk producers and
processors [6].

3 The purchasing power parity (PPP) — foreign currency exchange
rate calculated based on comparing the prices of fixed basket of
goods and services in various countries at the same time, expressed
in currencies of these countries.
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The annual average growth rate of dairy in-
dustry production in Poland in the years 2010-
2015, measured by the value of the sold pro-
duction, amounted to almost 3% and was close
to the average growth rate in the European
Union. The fastest growth rate at that time
was characteristic of the dairy industry produc-
tion in Cyprus (+8.4% annually), the Nether-
lands (+6.4%), Italy (+5.0%), Greece (+4.8%)
and France (+4.0%). The decrease was record-
ed in Lithuania (-1.5%) and Great Britain
(-0.3%). Over the analysed period, the Polish
dairy industry production (in comparable pric-
es) increased by almost 15% to EUR 10.3 bil-
lion, while in the EU-15 by almost 17%, and in
the EU-12/13 by 10%. The largest increase in
the sold production of the dairy industry at
that time was recorded by Slovenia (double),
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Cyprus (+50%) and the Netherlands (+36.5%), as
well as in Italy (+27.4%) (Table 1).

The level of development of the dairy in-
dustry, as measured by the value of the sold
production per capita in Poland in 2015, was
EUR 271 and was close to the EU-15 average.

It was much lower than in Denmark (EUR
742 per capita), Ireland (648), the Nether-
lands (598) and France (382). On the other
hand, it was higher than in Spain (EUR 194 per
capita) or Great Britain (114) (Table 1).

Table 1. Polish dairy industry against the background of EU countries in 2015

Value of Ratio of Average
production Member changes growth rate
[EUR '000 000 000) States' in of the value Produc- The num-
EU Member at share the value of produc- tion? per ber of Employment
States curren | compara in EU-28 of pro- tion? capita in compa- thousand.
t ble produc- duction® | [% per year] EUR nies people
. o tion? [%] 2015/ in 2010-
prices prices 2010 2015

Austria 2,3 2,1 1,6 116,7 3,1 244,8 130 5,2
Belgium 3,8 3,5 2,6 106,1 1,2 311,4 95 5,1
Germany 24,1 23,1 17,2 113,2 2,5 284,5 294 38,0
Denmark 5,6 4.2 3,1 120,0 3,7 742,0 37 4.0
Spain 8,0 9,0 6,7 105,9 1,1 193,8 1213 19,1
France 27,6 25,4 19,0 121,5 4,0 382,0 893 57,3
Finland 2,1 1,7 1,3 100,0 0,0 310,8 55 5,5
Greece 1,9 2,4 1,8 126,3 4,8 221,0 735 7,4
Ireland 3,3 3,0 2,2 120,0 3,7 647,9 136 6,5
Italy 16,9 17,2 12,8 127,4 5,0 282,9 3150 34,6
Netherlands 11,0 10,1 7,5 136,5 6,4 597,6 204 14,0
Portugal 1,3 1,7 1,3 100,0 0,0 163,9 331 5,7
Sweden 2,2 1,7 1,3 100,0 0,0 174,4 142 5,1
UK 9,2 7,4 5,5 98,7 -0,3 114,1 355 22,6
Luxembourg 0,2 0,2 0,1 100,0 0,0 357,1 5 0,1
Poland 5,9 10,3 7,7 114,4 2,7 271,0 282 33,2
czech 1,4 2,2 1,6 104,8 0,9 208,7 105 7.6
Republic
Hungary 0,8 1,4 1,0 107,7 1,5 142,0 92 6,3
Slovakia 0,5 0,8 0,6 114,3 2,7 147,6 83 2,9
Slovenia 0,3 0,4 0,3 200,0 14,9 194,2 163 1,0
Lithuania 0,8 1,3 1,0 92,9 -1,5 445,2 25 7,0
Latvia 0,3 0,5 0,4 100,0 0,0 251,3 44 3,0
Estonia 0,3 0,4 0,3 100,0 0,0 305,3 23 1,6
Cyprus 0,3 0,3 0,2 150,0 8,4 352,9 78 1,7
Malta 0,2 0,2 0,1 66,7 -7,8 465,1 10 0,1
Romania 0,8 1,6 1,2 114,3 2,7 80,5 416 10,5
Bulgaria 0,4 0,9 0,7 100,0 0,0 125,0 271 7,7
Croatia 0,6 1,0 0,7 111,1 2,1 236,4 64 3,6
EU-15 119,5 112,7 84,1 116,8 3,2 279,1 7775 230,2
EU-12/13 12,6 21,3 15,9 110,4 2,0 203,5 1656 86,2
EU-28 132,1 134,0 100,0 115,7 3,0 263,5 9431 316,4

a At comparable prices, i.e. at current prices adjusted by EUR purchasing power parity in the Member States referred

to above.
Source: own study based on the Eurostat data.

2. Labour productivity and production con-
centration in the dairy industry

The Polish dairy industry employs more than
33 thousand people which accounts for about
11% of all people employed in the EU dairy in-
dustry. This gives Poland the fourth position
among the EU-28 countries. Higher employ-
ment (in thousands of people) is only in:
France (57 thousand), Germany (38) and Italy
(35), the lower - in Great Britain (23) and Spain
(19). In the years 2010-2015, employment in
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the dairy industry in the EU-15 increased by
5.4% while in the EU-12/13 it decreased by
8.4%. In Poland, it decreased by nearly 8%, as
reflected in the improved labour productivity
index, which increased by 24% to EUR 310.2
thousand/employee at that time [5].

In the years 2010-2015, the improvement in
the labour productivity in the dairy industry
was a common phenomenon in all European
Union countries and was mainly due to the
higher value of the sold production and greater
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capital-labour ratio. In the EU-12/13, this in-
dex increased by almost 17% to EUR 423 thou-
sand/employee and the greatest increase was
recorded in Romania (+33%) and Slovakia
(+31%), as well as in the Czech Republic
(+27%). In the EU-15, the labour productivity

increased by, on average, by 11% to EUR 490
thousand/ employee while in Italy by nearly
23%. The labour productivity in the Polish dairy
industry stands out against a background of the
EU-13 countries, but is still much lower than
that of the EU-15 major producers (Table 2).

Table 2. Labour productivity and average value of company turnover in the EU dairy

industry
Labour productivity Average value of company turnover
EU Member States (in EUR '000 per employee) (EUR '000 000)
2010 2015 2015/2010 2010 2015 2015/2010

EU-27/28 373,8 423,5 113,3 13,0 14,2 109,2
EU-15 441,6 489,6 110,9 13,2 14,5 109,8
EU-12/13 211,4 247,1 116,9 12,2 12,9 105,7
Germany 637,5 607,9 95,4 70,6 78,6 111,3
Netherlands 704,8 721,4 102,4 36,1 49,5 137,1
Belgium 589,3 686,3 116,5 27,5 36,8 133,8
France 398,9 443,3 111,12 22,3 28,4 127,4
Great Britain 311,2 327,4 105,2 24,3 20,8 85,6

Spain 429,3 471,2 109,8 7,5 7,4 98,7

Italy 405,4 497,1 122,6 4,9 5,5 112,2
Poland 250,0 310,2 124,1 29,5 36,5 123,7
Czech Republic 228,3 289,5 126,8 20,4 21,0 102,9
Hungary 188,4 222,2 117,9 13,1 15,2 116,0
Slovakia 212,1 275,9 130,1 10,0 9,6 96,0

Lithuania 197,2 185,7 94,2 45,2 52,0 115,0
Romania 113,8 152,4 133,9 3,3 3,8 115,2
Bulgaria 107,1 116,9 109,2 3,5 3,3 94,3

9 In comparable prices.
Source: own study based on the Eurostat data.

In 2015, in the Polish dairy industry there
were about 280 companies, which accounted
for nearly 3% of EU dairy industry companies
and gave Poland the ninth position among the
EU-28 countries. The most active enterprises
in the dairy industry in 2015 were in Italy
(more than 3 thousand), Spain (about 1.2
thousand) and France (893). In the vyears
2010-2015, the number of those companies in
the EU-15 countries increased by 6% to 7.8
thousand, while in the EU-12/13 - by nearly
5% to 1.6 thousand, while in Poland it de-
creased by 7.5%.

In the years 2010-2015, average turnover of
a dairy company in Poland increased by ¥ to
EUR 36.5 million and were 2.5 times higher
than the EU-15 average and almost three
times higher than in the EU-12/13. In this re-
spect, however, we are after Germany (EUR
78.6 million), the Netherlands (EUR 49.5 mil-
lion) and Belgium (EUR 36.8 million). On the
other hand, this turnover was higher than in
France (EUR 28.4 million), Great Britain (EUR
20.8 million) or Spain (EUR 7.4 million) and
Italy (EUR 5.5 million) (Table 2).
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3. Development of the food industry struc-
tures in Poland and in the European Union

In the years 2010-2015, the Polish dairy in-
dustry continued the production concentra-
tion and consolidation process, started in pre-
vious years and consisting in a reduction in
the number of companies and employment.
The transformations included mainly the pro-
duction concentration in large and medium-
sized enterprises and modernisation of pro-
cessing plants*. Over the analysed period, the
share of large companies in the Polish dairy
industry production increased to 68.5%, i.e.
by 1.1% while in the EU in 2015, 63.4% of the
dairy industry production came from large
companies (increase by 4.6%). They em-
ployed, respectively, in Poland 59.1% and in
the EU 55.2% of the total dairy industry. In
turn, the entity structure of dairy companies,
both in Poland and in the EU, is dominated by
micro-companies - about 70% (Figure 2).

4 P. Szajner, Polish dairy industry after the integration with the
EU, ,,Food Industry” 2017, No 5, p. 2.

ExoHomika AlK, 2018, Ne 3



POLAND share in production EU

100% A 100% -
large
80% +— —_— 80% 4— I |
67,4 68,5 59,3 63,9
60% — — medium 60% 1T— — —
40% +— — 40% +— —— —
small 275 3.0
20% 1286 |273] 20% f=m 23—
9,4
0% _ ® mikro 0% - 37
2010 2015 2010 2015
POLAND share in employment EU
o -
100% 100% 1
large
80% 1— — 80% - — 7
57,8 59,1 54,2 55,2
60% 1 medium 60% - — —
40% — 40% +— — —
20% | 20% | ——
47 [123 12,3
0% 24k L350 | mikro 0% +—51 53 |
2010 2015 2010 2015
POLAND share in the number of companies EU
100% - B 54
6,508 ad |
! 100% 71,2 63010
7]
80% 17,8 16,7
11,2 11,4 80% - ’ ’
60% 1— medium 60% 4 — -
40% 1+— — 40% 4— 77
64,7 small ’
20% 1— —— 20% 4 — -
0% . ! mikro 0% :
2010 2015 2010 2015

Figure 2. Structure of operators in the Polish and EU Dairy Industry
in 2010-2015

Source: own study based on the Eurostat data.
In the years 2010-2015, in both the Polish tion concentration process was in progress.
and the EU dairy industry the sector produc- The convergence of entity structures of the
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dairy sector applies not only to the production
structure but also to employment and the
structure of companies. Both in the Polish and
EU dairy industry more than 60% of the pro-
duction is produced by large companies, rep-
resenting, respectively, 59 and 55% of the
dairy industry. Slightly different is the share
of medium-sized and small companies (includ-
ing microcompanies). Medium-sized compa-
nies employ 34% employees in Poland and
27.2% employees in the EU, producing 27.3
and 23.2% of the production, respectively. On
the other hand, small and micro enterprises
(in total) in Poland employ only 7% of all em-
ployees of the dairy industry, and in the EU
this value is 17.6%. The share of small and mi-
croenterprises in the Polish dairy industry
production is only 4.2%, while in the EU it is
almost 13% (Fig. 2).

Conclusions. The Polish dairy industry
stands out against a background of the Euro-
pean Union countries. Poland is the fourth
producer of dairy products in the EU-28, with
the share of 8% in the EU dairy industry pro-
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duction. In the years 2010-2015, the value of
the sold production of the Polish dairy indus-
try (in comparable prices) increased by almost
15% (from EUR 9.0 to 10.3 billion), whereas in
the EU-15 countries this increase was 17%
(from EUR 96.5 to 112.7 billion) and in the EU-
12/13 by 10% (from EUR 19.3 to 21.3 billion).
Employment in the EU dairy industry has not
changed over the analysed period, which with
the increased production led to the improved
labour productivity in most EU countries. In
Poland, this index increased by 24% to EUR
310.2 thousand/employee over the analysed
period. Despite this rapid growth, the labour
productivity in the Polish dairy industry is still
much lower than in the EU-15, which is the
largest production of the dairy industry. The
dairy industry concentration and consolidation
process is in progress. The differences be-
tween the Polish dairy industry and that of
the most developed EU countries have de-
creased. Currently, it belongs to leading dairy
producers in the EU and has a strong competi-
tive position in international markets.
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Mupocnaga TepewyK. MopisHAIbHA OYiHKA NOJIbCbKOT MOJIOYHOT NpOMUC/I080CMIi 3 KpaiHamu €sponelicbkozo Coto3y

Mema cmammi - po3kpumu no3uyito NOJIbCbKOT MOJIOYHOT NPOMUC/I080CMI NOPiBHAHO 3 KpaiHamu €sponelicbko2o Coto3y.

Memoduka docnidxkeHHA. Y npoueci JoCNiOXKeHHA BUKOPUCMAHO mMemodu: abCmpakmHo-/102i4yHuUll, CUCMeMHOo20 aHasli3y 3 8u-
KOPpUCMAaHHAM mMamemamu4yHoi memodosiozii, iHOYKYii ma dedyKuii.

Pe3ysibmamu docnidxeHHA. 30ilicHeHO eKOHOMiYHY OYiHKY MOJ104HOI npomucaosocmi Monbwi nopisHAHO 3 KpaiHamu €sponed-
cbKozo Coto3y. AHani3 3acgidyus nNo3umusHi HAacNioKu po3sumKy 2asay3i ma i1 KOHKYpeHmMocnpomoxKHocmi. [losibuja € BaxXausum
BUPOGHUKOM MOJIOKG ma MoJ104HUX npodykmis y €sponelicbkoMy Coto3i. Yacmka i y supobHuymai moso4Hoi npodykyii €C (3a 8io-
nosioHumu yiHamu) y 2015 p. cmaHosuna malixke 8%, ujo 3a6e3neyusio Yemaepmy no3uyito ceped KpaiH €C. IHmezpayis 3 €sponel-
cbKum CoH30M NO3UMUBHO BNJIUHY/IA HA PO3BUMOK BUPOGHUYMBA M0JI04HOI Npodykyii 8 lMosbwi ma nidsuuwjeHHA npodyKmusHocmi
npayi U KoHYyeHmpayii supobHuymsa. MobCbKi MOIOYHI 3a800U HUHI BBAXKAKMbLCA 0OHUMU i3 HalicyyacHiwux 3agodis 8 €C, a noJib-
CbKa MOJIOYHA NPOMUC/I08ICMb CMAsa 20108HUM BUPOGHUKOM MOJIOKG Ma MOJ104HUX npodyKkmis 8 €sponelicbkomMy Coto3i.

EnemMeHmu HayKkosoi HOBU3HU. Po3Kkpumo ocobsusocmi po3sumky Mo/04HOT npomucsiosocmi Moabwi 8 ymosax esponelicbKoi
iHmezpayii ma a2no6anizay;ii.

lMpakmuyHa 3Havywjicmb. Pe3ysbmamu OOCNIOXeHHA MOXymb 6ymu BUKOPUCMAHi MOJIOYHUM CEeKmMopoM, onepamopamu ma
CizlbcbKo20CnOdapcbKUMU nidnpuemcmaamu kpaiH €C ma YKkpaiHu. Taba.: 2. Puc.: 2. bi6nioep.: 6.

Knro4osi cosa: Moslo4Ha npomucsiogicms, peasnizosaHa npodyKyis mosi04HoT npomuciogocmi, lMoabuja, €sponeticbkuli Coto3.
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TepewyKk MupocaaBa - aCUCTEHT BigAiny €KOHOMIKM Xap4oBOT NMPOMMCIOBOCTI, IHCTUTYT €KOHOMIKM CilbCbKOro i Xap-
YOBOro rocrnoAapcTea - JepaBHui JoCaiAHMUbKUIM iHCTUTYT (Mosblwia, M. Baplasa, By, CBEHTOKLIMCBKA, 20)
E-mail: m.tereszczuk@ierigz.waw.pl

Mupocnasa Tepewyk. CpasHUmMe/IbHAA OYeHKa NoJIbCKol MOJI0YHOU NpoMblw/ieHHocmu co cmpaHamu Esponetickozo Cotoza

Llens cmambu - packpbimb NO3UYUK NOJIbCKOU MOIOYHOU NPOMBIW/IEHHOCMU NO CpasHeHuto co cmpaHamu Esponelickozo Cotosa.

Memoduka uccnedosaHusA. B npoyecce ucciedosaHus ucnosib308aHbl MeMoObl: abCMPAaKmMHo-/102udecKuli, CUCMemMHO20 aHaslu-
3a ¢ ucnosib308aHUEeM Mamemamu4yeckol memodosioauu, UHOYKYUU U 0edyKyuu.

Pe3ysibmambi uccnedosaHus. OcyujecmssieHa 3KOHOMUYECKas OUeHKa MoJ104HOU npoMbiwieHHocmu Mosibwu No cpasHeHuto co
cmpaHamu Esponelickozo Coto3a. AHA/IU3 NOKA3a NOJIOXUME/IbHbIe pe3y/ibmamsl pa3sumusa ompac/iu U ee KOHKYpeHmocnocobHo-
cmu. Mosbwa A819emcs BaXXHbIM NPOU380OUMEIEM MOJIOKA U MOJIOYHbIX npodykmos 8 Esponelickom Cotose. Jons ee 8 npou3goo-
cmse moso4Hol npodykyuu EC (no coomsemcmsyrowum yeHam) 8 2015 2. cocmasuna nodymu 8%, 4mo obecnequsio Yemsepmyio
nosuyur cpedu cmpaH EC. Mumezpayus ¢ Esponelickum CO030M NoJIOXKUMeE/IbHO NOBJIUAJIA HA pasgumue MoJio4HolU npodyKyuu 8
Monbwe u nosbiweHue npouzsooumesIbHOCMU mMpyoda U KoHYyeHmpayuu npou3godcmaa. losibcKkue Mo/104Hble 3aB00bl Ce200HA CHU-
maromcs 0OHUMU U3 CambiX coBpemMeHHbIX 3a80008 8 EC, a No/ibCKas MOJI0YHAA NPOMbIWIEHHOCMb CMAsa 27a8HbIM npou3sodume-
J1eM MOJIOKa U MoJ104HbIx npodykmos 8 Esponelickom Coro3e.

SnemeHmbl Hay4yHoU HOBU3HbI. Packpbimbl 0CO6EHHOCMU pa3sumus MoJ104HOU npombiwieHHocmu lMobwu 8 YC/108USX e8po-
nelickoli uHmezpayuu u 2no6asusayuu.

lMpakmuyeckaa 3Ha4yumocmsb. Pe3ysbmamsi UCCIe008aHUS MO2YM UCNOJIb308AMbCA MOJIOYHbIM CEKMOPOM, onepamopamu u
ce/IbCKoX03alcmaeHHbIMU npednpusmusamu cmpaH EC u YkpauHol. Tabn.: 2. Unn.: 2. bubnuoep.: 6.
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HoeurHu AlIK

BnpoBaaKeHHA pUHKY 3eMJ/1i HaAaCTb NOTYXKHMM IMNYbC CiZIbCbKOMY FrOCNoAapcTBy
YKpaiHu

CTBOpPEHHS PUHKY CiNIbCbKOrOCMOAAPCbKMX 3eMesb B YKpaiHi 103B0/IMTb chopMyBaTH MOTYHKHUM MPOLLIAPOK
cepeaHbOoro Kaacy B Ci/lbCbKiM micueBocTi. Mpo ue y cBoii gonosiai Ha KoHdepeHuii CBiToBOro 6aHKy 3 nu-
TaHb 3eMeJIbHUX BiJHOCMH Ta 6igHOCTi y BalwMHITOHi noBizoMmna 3acTynHWK MiHicTpa arpapHoi nosiTMKK Ta
npofoBonbcTBa YKpaiHM OneHa KosanboBa. BoHa 3a3Haumna, wWo Ypaz npoAoBXKYye 36epiraTv CKacyBaHHA
mopatopito Ha MpoAax cisibrocnsemesib y nepesniky NpiopMTeTHMX 3aBAaHb Ta MPaUOe Haj PO3BUTKOM iHdpa-
CTPYKTYPH MaMGYTHbOIO 3€ME/IbHOTO PUHKY.

YKpaiHa cTasia nepLuot y CBiTi KpaiHOl, fKa Ha 3aKOHOZAABYOMY PiBHi 3anpoBajmia MOHITOPUHI 3eMeslb-
HUX BiZHOCUH. CnucTeMy Jlep>KaBHOro 3eMesIbHOro KagacTpy nepeBegeHo Ha TexHonorito Blockchain, wo yHe-
MOXJIMBJIIOE HE3AaKOHHI MaHinynauii 3 AaHMMM Npo 3eMesibHi AiNAHKKU. 3anpoBajKeHo peecTpaLilo JOoroBopis
OpeHaM Ta peecTpalii 3eMeNIbHUX AiNAHOK B OH-JIalH. 3 MeTOo AeleHTpanisalii po3noyato npouec nepeaayi
3eMe/ib JepKaBHOT BIACHOCTI 06’ €HaHMM TepMTopia/lbHUM rpoMajam.

«MeTa pedopMM - He MpoJaxk 3apaJu NpoAaKy 3emsi, HaBiTb 3a HaMNpUBAGAMBILLMMM LiHAMM, a CTBO-
PeHHA CMIbHOMO Ta cTasioro depmepcTea B YKpaiHi. MM cnpaMyBann CYTTEBY AepiKaBHY NiATPUMKY MasMM i
cepeaHiM BUMPOGHMKAM, afiKe BiJ iX PO3BMTKY 3aNeXMTb A06pO6YT CilbCbKUX TepuTopil», - MigKkpecamna
3aCTynHMK MiHicTpa.

YpagoBa KOHLUEMLUiA BMPOBAaAKEHHS PUHKY 3eMe/lb MIiCTUTb pAZ 3anobiHMKIB, AKI MepelKkoAKaTMMyTb
HaZMipHiM KoHLUeHTpauii Ta cnekynauism i cnpsamoBaHi, nepesyciMm, Ha 3axMCT MpaB BAaCHMKA 3eMesIbHOi
JinaHKU. Tak, MaKCMMasibHMIM pPo3Mip CiIbCbKOrocnoAapCbKUX 3eMerb, L0 MOXYTb nepebyBaTh y NpUBaTHIM
BJlTaCHOCTi, o6mexkeHo Ao 200 ra ana oAHiel 0cobM, BNPOBAAKEHHSA AEpKaBHOro MmTa y posmipi 50% Big rpo-
LLIOBOT OLUiHKM Yy BUNAAKY Mepenpoaxy 3eMenbHol AiIAHKM MNPOTAroM NepLUMX TPbOX POKiB; Mpoax Aepas-
HMX CiIbCbKOroCnoAapCbKUX 3eMe/lb MOXKIMBUM NIULLE Yepe3 OH-IaMH ayKLiOHM.

«Mu UiHyEMO fonomory, AKy HaZilaBasv Ta MPOZOBXKYKTb HaJaBaTW MiXHapoAHi AOHOPM Ta MiXHapoZHa
eKcnepTHa cniibHOoTa B peanisauii 3emMenbHoi pecdopmn. Cnoaisarocs, WO pa3omM MM 3MOMKEMO 3aBEPLLMTU L0
po6oTy Ta no6yayBaTh B YKpaiHi BiKpUTUI LMBiINi30BaHMI PUHOK 3eMeJIb, KU CTaHe OCHOBOK €KOHOMIYHO-
ro po3BUTKY AepaBu», - nigkpecanna OneHa KoBanbosa.

Mpec-cnyxx6a MiHazpononimuku YkpaiHu
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