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In threats of regional safety of the Donetsk oblast is carried out. The functions of safety of region are 
investigated for the main objects of protection – people, economic objects and environment. The dynamics 
of change of volumes of de  ciency of gross regional product as a result of losses from the extraordinary 
situations of different origin is analyzed. On the basis of research of tendencies of accumulation of actual 
extraordinary situations in the Donetsk oblast the prognostication of their development is carried out. 
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. 3.          1999-2010 .
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30800    1,81 0,8 0 0
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The historical analyses of publications which teaches the problems of balances resources’ using according 
the last centuries shows us that the natural resources – are the basis of the development of state power. 
Nowadays they are limited, that’s why needs the scienti  c and professional assessment for GIS Region. 

Keywords: natural-resources potential, balanced resources’ using, social-economical development. 

©  . ., 2012


