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Resume. The state of health and physical development of servicemen of
ordinary of composition of mobilizational reserve of the Armed Forces of Ukraine
of Ukraine in a considerable measure stipulates them battle fitness and
characterizes the “human” factor of battle-worthiness of parts. It is set that
among the persons of ordinary of composition of mobilizational reserve on the
stage of entry servicemen that on the state a health were healthy and folded a 1
group (71,97±0,28% servicemen) predominated on a middle long-term index; 2
group - practically healthy, presented 22,93±0,17% servicemen; 3 group - needed
a systematic medical supervision, was the least and equaled 5,10±0,14%
servicemen among young addition. On the stage of entry among the persons of
ordinary of composition of mobilizational reserve (young addition to the
servicemen of urgent service) on the indexes of physical development in 2001-
2013 servicemen that had kind physical development (55,07±0,30% servicemen)
status predominated; 42,27±0,30% servicemen had physical development status;
developed not enough a bodily condition was had 2,65±0,10% servicemen.
Undertaken a study allowed to find out : absence of increase of amount of
persons of ordinary of composition of mobilizational reserve with changes in
the state of health and physical development testifies from the stage of prelude
of passing of urgent service; problems that prevent to the quality completing the
Armed Forces of Ukraine during partial or complete mobilization.

Keywords: mobilization, servicemen of mobilizational reserve, ordinary
composition, state of health, physical development, status fitness to military
service, surgical pathology.
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