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For 25 years of the Ukrainian independence the domestic geography “was looking for itself” in the methodology of modern 
science. Such searches were not always fruitful, as under conditions of the market economy they were largely carried out “by feel”. 
However, during this time the surrounding world was developing by its own laws, becoming multidimensional. It remains to be un-
derstood by most geographers of the old classical school. The geographical space and areas of its development, traditionally studied 
by social geographers, can be better researched from the standpoint of the concept of spatial redistribution proposed by the author. In 
his opinion, this concept should constitute the main foundations of the modern subject area of social geography. 

Despite the intensive search for new paradigms in the domestic geography, there was no integrative idea or problem that 
would unite geographers regardless of the physical and economic direction. In reality, there is only one problem in the world – a 
gradual depletion of natural resources of the planet. Thus, the rest of others are derivative problems, on the principle of the increasing 
gear. But modern global economy continues to grow at the expense of the natural resources of the planet and the most developed 
countries have learned redistribute them skillfully in their favor. 

The idea of spatial redistribution, in our opinion, should have a leading position in contemporary subject area of social geog-
raphy. It should be based on more applied areas: energy redistribution; spatial inversions; spatial redistribution of mineral resources; 
spatial redistribution of environmental resources; spatial redistribution of material and energy flows of the biosphere; resource and 
financial spatial redistribution in the global economic system. 
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Сергій Сонько. КОНЦЕПЦІЯ ПРОСТОРОВОГО ПЕРЕРОЗПОДІЛУ У ПРЕДМЕТНІЙ ОБЛАСТІ СУСПІЛЬНОЇ 
ГЕОГРАФІЇ 

Протягом 25 років української незалежності вітчизняна географія «шукала себе» в методології сучасної науки. Такі 
пошуки виявлялися не завжди плідними, оскільки в умовах ринкової економіки здебільшого здійснювалися «навпомацки». 
Однак за цей час навколишній світ розвивався за своїми законами, ставши багатовимірним. Це ще належить з publications 
about the “status”, “mission”, “prospects”, розуміти більшості географів старої класичної школи. Географічний простір і 
напрями його освоєння, якими традиційно займаються суспільні географи, можуть бути краще досліджені з позицій 
концепції просторового перерозподілу, запропонованої автором. На його думку, ця концепція повинна складати головний 
фундамент сучасної предметної області суспільної географії. 

Ключові слова: методологія, парадигма, стійкий, розвиток, просторовий, перерозподіл. 

Сергей Сонько. КОНЦЕПЦИЯ ПРОСТРАНСТВЕННОГО ПЕРЕРАСПРЕДЕЛЕНИЯ В ПРЕДМЕТНОЙ  
ОБЛАСТИ ОБЩЕСТВЕННОЙ ГЕОГРАФИИ 

На протяжении 25 лет украинской независимости отечественная география «искала себя» в методологии современ-
ной науки. Такие поиски оказывались не всегда плодотворными, поскольку в условиях рыночной экономики по большей 
части осуществлялись «наощупь». Однако за это время окружающий мир развивался по своим законам, став многомерным. 
Это еще надлежит понять большинству географов старой классической школы. Географическое пространство и направле-
ния его освоения, которыми традиционно занимаются общественные географы, могут быть лучше исследованы с позиций 
концепции пространственного перераспределения, предложенной автором. По его мнению, эта концепция должна состав-
лять главный фундамент современной предметной области общественной географии. 

Ключевые слова: методология, парадигма, устойчивый, развитие, пространственный, перераспределение. 
 
 

Problem statement. Stepping up in methodological 
discussions, taking place in the domestic geographical 
science in recent years, causes suspicion (perhaps, wrong 
suspicion) that today the modern geography is not able 
to respond adequately to quick changes around and it is 
floundering in stormy sea of paradigms, concepts and 
hypotheses. 
It seems as if the content of the modern subject area, 
especially social geography, is not outlined and even not 
marked about. The recent promulgation of the list of 
areas of training by Ministry of Education and Science 
of Ukraine leads to this conclusion in which there were 

no social, economic, social and economic geographies. 
Perhaps, this event was the result of 25 years of es-
trangement of the domestic social geography from its 
classical foundations started by M.M. Baransky. This 
estrangement is probably felt by most geographers, as it 
was discussed in reports of last Congress of Geographi-
cal Society in Vinnitsia. Although, there is no answer for 
the question “Where did the domestic social geography 
come to?” One thing is clear – during the last 15-20 
years of the market economy our science was expected 
to give a very specific product, measured in monetary 
terms, not only dreamy considerations of the structure of  
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the universe. We are deeply convinced that the lack of 
such product has prompted numerous publications about 
the “status”, “mission”, “prospects”, “methodological 
transformations” that appeared regularly in recent years 
[1]. 

Main material . 25-year Ukrainian independence 
against the background of open borders and deepening of 
commercialization led geography, this romantic and sen-
sual science into a dead end steadily and irreversibly. 
The disappointment from that there are no “blank 
spaces” left led geographers to clumsy attempts of the 
methodological expansion into computer science, eco-
nomics, sociology, biology, mathematics, physics and 
other sciences. However, this impasse became even 
worse as domestic geographers once again gave birth to 
methodological simulacrum [14] like “spatial clusters”, 
many “paradigms”, “strategies of environmental man-
agement” and “sustainable development” (including 
“Housing and Utilities Economy”) ... Trying to combine 
them under the banner of: at first – “continuous geo-
graphic education”; then – “post neo-classics”; further – 
“human landscape science” and “constructive geogra-
phy”; further – “sustainable development”; further – 
“sociogeosystems”; still hereinafter “environmental 
study”; further – “ecological networks” did not give any-
thing qualitatively new. 

In fact, the “blank spaces” have not disappeared 
anywhere on a modern map. However, the very world 
map and, truly, the world itself changed radically, be-
coming n-dimensional. Most geographers of the old clas-
sical school should understand it as they are accustomed 
to the two-dimensional black and white, or it is better to 
say gray, perception of complex spatial processes [23]. 

One would like to believe that with the fourth at-
tempt (the first attempt was the article of I.G. Chervanev 
in UGJ [26], the second attempt was after the seminar in 
IGS NAS in 2010 [2], the third attempt was in 2015 after 
the scientific conference “Modern problems of geogra-
phy and education in Ukraine” at Kiev National Univer-
sity named after Shevchenko) [24] the geographic com-
munity finally realizes that it is impossible to solve prac-
tical, evaluated with money, issues without a strong, 
adequate theoretical foundation. 

"Information age" [1] caused a lot of noise among 
geographers but it turned out that natural resources can 
be successfully used [4,7,8] without geographic data-
bases, inventories, remote sensing methods, geographical 
expertise and many other achievements of national geog-
raphy1. Moreover, under current conditions the ruthless 
exploitation of natural rent continues and any informa-
tion about natural resources (as GIS or inventories) is 
deadly for the government (as it is obvious who, where 
and how much stole2). Perhaps, that is why today geog-
raphers should deeply think about the perspectivity of 
future development of the resource direction in geogra-
phy. Why add itself automatically to the opposition? In 
particular, issues, and, most importantly, objectives in 
the study of different resource potentials and inventory  

 
____________________________________________ 
1The list in UGJ № 2, 2010. 
2A kind of modern electronic declaration. 

3Thus, the author deliberately blurs the artificially created line 
between natural and social branches of modern geography. 
4Look: S. Lem “Futurological Congress”. 
estimates should be “softer”. In other words, to convince 
the main resource users in “environmental management” 
not with calling for restriction (even scientifically based) 
but with stories about the future of their children who 
also want to make a profit from coal mining, ore or gas, 
electricity sales, grain, and others. 

However, somewhere in the late 1990s, several 
Russian scientists drew attention to the problem, much 
more important than listed above [25]. Designation of 
this problem came down to the idea of a global redistri-
bution of natural resources which the developing coun-
tries carry out “through informatization” [8, 9]. Under-
standing the idea of redistribution from the positions of 
geographical division of labor is also expressed in one of 
the author’s publications [18]. The author argues that 
today the domestic geography does not have a single 
constructive paradigm that would unite all geographers 
around one problem1. In reality, the problem in the world 
is only one – a gradual depletion of natural resources of 
the planet2. Thus, the rest of others are derivative prob-
lems, on the principle of the increasing gear: economic, 
environmental, social, humanitarian, rising inflation, 
regional conflicts and attempts to make “sustainable” 
development... A clear proof of it was impossibility 
more than 20 years (since Rio 1992) to make “sustain-
able” development, that is, all the time “supported” one, 
and above all, because of the lack of resources for such 
support. 

For example, let us try “environmentally” estimate 
“Project 21” – Metallurgical Plant “Interpipe” on the 
basis of the concept of redistribution. However, there is 
quite effective method for such assessment, described in 
[15, 16]. In order to build a modern enterprise many high 
quality building materials are necessary that are pro-
duced not only in Dnipro but also in other regions: ce-
ment, granite, building ceramics and others. But they are 
all made on technologically outdated enterprises, and 
therefore, they “took away” a portion of the environ-
mental resource of the biosphere in the course of this 
production. High-tech equipment of the “metallurgical 
miracle” probably made of heat-resistant, superalloyed 
metals for the production of which it is necessary to ex-
tract and enrich more than a thousand tons of polymetal-
lic ores and ores of rare metals, spending energy carriers, 
polluting the environment with dust, eventually, taking 
the living space of other types for dumps. Finally, the 
operation of the electrometallurgical enterprise is con-
nected with consumption of huge amount of electricity 
which should be produced at SDPP burning lots of coal, 
or at HPP radically changing the hydrological regime of 
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 prohibit”. I agree 
that in today’s globalized cruel world the leadership of 
the country is provided by advancing other countries 
and, above all, in the sphere of high technologies. How-
ever, it turned out [19], this “advancing” development is 
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through the use of the environmental resource of other 
areas, particularly of less developed countries or those 
countries which still have significant areas of undis-
turbed ecosystems [6, 8, 19]. Thus, there is no “sustain-
able”, “supported” development. To add something in 
one place it should be taken from another place or, in 
other words, to redistribute spatially [18]. In fact, the 
most developed countries are doing it successfully ever 
since the industrial revolution. Probably, a good term 
may be “to limit” here, as did the creators of the Kyoto 
Protocol. 

But despite its existence, the modern world econ-
omy continues to develop at the expense of natural re-
sources of the planet (let us remember which countries 
do not agree to ratify the Kyoto protocol?). Unfortu-
nately, in these circumstances geographers cannot offer 
anything better than “to limit”. In particular, such restric-
tions are embodied today in different resource estimates 
(inventories, expertise) which become more important 
due to modern information technologies, particularly 
Geoinformatics. However, who among prudent investors 
will agree to invest in “limits”? 

To honor of the Russian scientists, they were able to 
make the problem of exhaustion of planetary resources 
of state significance. In particular, through the disclosure 
of discrimination of the Kyoto Protocol [3, 5], followed 
by access to the geopolitics: “Russia is a world power 
which has a probable enemy/ enemies – countries that 
indirectly, that is through the mechanism of the Kyoto 
Protocol, plunder its natural resources”. The probable 
enemy is an appropriate military doctrine with appropri-
ate MIC financing that today Ukraine feels very keenly 
by the results of the expansion of its northern neighbor. 
Perhaps, the Ukrainian geographers, following the con-
cept of spatial redistribution, must seek for an adequate 

geopolitical response to the development of alternative 
geopolitical strategies [17]. 

Thus, the mediation [13, 20] is a main sign of that 
hidden mechanism of spatial redistribution of global 
natural resources which should be investigated by geog-
raphers today. The redistribution of resources in time 
(“We borrow the planet from future generations”) was 
written about a lot since the dawn of the development of 
the strategy for sustainable development [10]. 

In fact, [13] an objective assessment of conditions 
for such development is made in the article. “Invisibil-
ity” of resource consumption of the biosphere is pro-
vided by virtual mechanisms through financial, informa-
tional and political spheres that can be found in [7, 8, 19, 
20]. In other words, the idea of redistribution is de-
scribed by P. Protopopov in the bio correlation concept 
[27]. 

Conclusions. The idea of spatial redistribution, in 
our opinion, should have a leading position in contempo-
rary subject area of social geography. It should be based 
on more applied areas:  

- Energy redistribution [11, 12]; 
- Spatial inversions [16]; 
- Spatial redistribution of mineral resources [18]; 
- Spatial redistribution of environmental resources 

[9]; 
- Spatial redistribution of material and energy flows 

of the biosphere [21, 22]; 
- Resource and financial spatial redistribution in the 

global economic system [8]. 
In other words, spatial redistribution is a huge 

“blank space” that exists today on the world map and 
which should be soon eliminated by social geographers, 
according to the specifics of activities. 
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