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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
TEOrrA®If

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 Iel Jac HaBKOJIMIIHII CBIT pO3BHMBABCS 32 CBOIMHU 3aKOHAMH, CTaBIIN OaraToBuMipHHM. Lle 1me HamexuTs 3 publications
about the “status”, “mission”, “prospect®esymitu 6inbmocti reorpadis crapoi kiacuuHoi mkomm. ['eorpadiunuii mpocTip i
HaMpsIMH HOro OCBOEHHS, SKHUMH TPAAMLIHHO 3aliMalOThCsl CYCHiibHI reorpadu, MOXyTh OyTH Kpalle IOCHI/KEHI 3 MO3ULii
KOHIICTILi{ IPOCTOPOBOIO MEPepo3OAiidy, 3anpornoHoBaHoi aBTopoM. Ha iforo my™mky, 1si KOHIEIMLIs MOBUHHA CKJIaJaTH TOJOBHUI
GbyHIaMeHT cydacHol mpeAMeTHOI 00acTi cycminbHol reorpadii.

Knrwuogi cnoga. MeTonomnoris, mapagurma, CTidKui, po3BUTOK, IPOCTOPOBUH, IEPEPO3MOALT.

Cepzeii Convko. KOHIEIIHA ITPOCTPAHCTBEHHOI'O ITEPEPACIIPEAEJIEHHS B IPEJMETHOH
OBJIACTH OBU[ECTBEHHOH I'EOI' PA®HH

Ha nporspxeHnu 25 neT yKpanHCKOI He3aBUCUMOCTH OTE4YeCTBEHHas reorpadust «ickana ce6s» B METOJOJIOTUH COBPEMEH-
HOH Hayku. Takue MOMCKM OKa3bIBAIHMCH HE BCETAA IUIOAOTBOPHBIMH, IIOCKOJBKY B YCIOBHSAX PHIHOYHOW PKOHOMHUKH MO OoJbHIeit
YacTHU OCYIIECTBILUIUCH «HAOLIYIb». ONHAKO 3a 3TO BpeMs OKPYKAFOLUA MUP Pa3BUBAJICA IO CBOMM 3aKOHaM, CTaB MHOT'OMEPHBIM.
OTO elle HAUIEKUT HOHATH OOJIBIIMHCTBY TeorpadoB cTapoi KilacCH4ecKkoil mkoisl. ['eorpaduaeckoe npocTpaHCcTBO M HaIpaBie-
HUSL €T0 OCBOEHHS, KOTOPBIMU TPAJULIUOHHO 3aHUMAIOTCS OOIIECTBEHHBIE reorpadbl, MOT'YT OBITh JIydIlle UCCIIENOBAHbI C MO3UIINI
KOHLICIIIMY IPOCTPAHCTBEHHOI'O HepepaclpelesicHus, IpeinoKeHHol aBTopoM. I1o ero MHEHHUIO, 3Ta KOHLENIMS JOJKHA COCTaB-
JISITh TJIABHBIA QyHAaMEHT COBPEMEHHOW NMPEAMETHOM 001acTi 00I1eCTBEeHHO reorpadum.

Kniouesnle cnoga: MeTo070THs, TApAJUTMa, yCTOHUUBBIN, pa3BUTHE, TPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIH, epepacipeielicHHe.

Problem statement Stepping up in methodological no social, economic, social and economic geographie
discussions, taking place in the domestic geogcaphi Perhaps, this event was the result of 25 yearssef e
science in recent years, causes suspicion (pervapsg trangement of the domestic social geography frasn it
suspicion) that today the modern geography is bt# a classical foundations started by M.M. Baransky.sThi
to respond adequately to quick changes aroundtasd i estrangement is probably felt by most geograplteerst
floundering in stormy sea of paradigms, conceptd an was discussed in reports of last Congress of Gebgra
hypotheses. cal Society in Vinnitsia. Although, there is no aes for
It seems as if the content of the modern subjeef,ar the question “Where did the domestic social gedwyap
especially social geography, is not outlined aneinemot come to?” One thing is clear — during the last 05-2
marked about. The recent promulgation of the list o years of the market economy our science was expecte
areas of training by Ministry of Education and ®cie to give a very specific product, measured in mamyeta
of Ukraine leads to this conclusion in which therere terms, not only dreamy considerations of the stimacof
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the universe. We are deeply convinced that the &dck
such product has prompted numerous publicationstabo
the “status”, “mission”, “prospects”, “methodologic
transformations” that appeared regularly in recgrdrs
[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

*Thus, the author deliberately blurs the artifigiatteated line
between natural and social branches of modern gpbgr
4Look: S. Lem “Futurological Congress”.
estimates should be “softer”. In other words, tavince
the main resource users in “environmental managé€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

nomics, sociology, biology, mathematics, physicsl an this_ problem came down to the_ idea of a globa_llsteieli
other sciences. However, this impasse became eveRution 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 posi§ 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 problein 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: ecuin,
environmental, social, humanitarian, rising infbaj
regional conflicts and attempts to make “sustaigiabl

In fact, the “blank spaces” have not disappeared development... A clea_r proo!c of it was impossilyilit_
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 oo

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

say gray, perception of complex spatial proces2gk [

One would like to believe that with the fourth at-
tempt (the first attempt was the article of 1.G.e@ranev
in UGJ [26], the second attempt was after the samm
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 Uetiv
sity named after Shevchenko) [24] the geographin-co
munity finally realizes that it is impossible tohs® prac-
tical, evaluated with money, issues without a giron
adequate theoretical foundation.

"Information age" [1] caused a lot of noise among
geographers but it turned out that natural reseuces
be successfully used [4,7,8] without geographicadat
bases, inventories, remote sensing methods, geugahp
expertise and many other achievements of natiosad-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 whogereh
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 opposifiom
particular, issues, and, most importantly, objextivn
the study of different resource potentials and megy

The list in UGINe 2, 2010.
2A kind of modern electronic declaration.

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” orhé
basis of the concept of redistribution. Howeveerthis
quite effective method for such assessment, dettiitp
[15, 16]. In order to build a modern enterprise ynhigh
quality building materials are necessary that ame p
duced not only in Dnipro but also in other regioos:
ment, granite, building ceramics and others. Baythre
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 necessargex-
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 enterprisecas-
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 technoloditsuy-
ever, it turned out [19], this “advancing” developmh is
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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 netésn-

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

Thus, the mediation [13, 20] is a main sign of that
hidden mechanism of spatial redistribution of globa

able”, “supported” development. To add something in natural resources which should be investigateddmngg

one place it should be taken from another placenor,
other words, to redistribute spatially [18]. In fathe
most developed countries are doing it successubr
since the industrial revolution. Probably, a goednt
may be “to limit” here, as did the creators of #oto
Protocol.

raphers today. The redistribution of resourcesinmet
(“We borrow the planet from future generations”)swa
written about a lot since the dawn of the developinod
the strategy for sustainable development [10].

In fact, [13] an objective assessment of conditions
for such development is made in the article. “libils

But despite its existence, the modern world econ-ity” of resource consumption of the biosphere is-pr

omy continues to develop at the expense of nateral
sources of the planet (let us remember which camtr
do not agree to ratify the Kyoto protocol?). Unéert
nately, in these circumstances geographers carffet o
anything better than “to limit”. In particular, ducestric-
tions are embodied today in different resourcenestis

vided by virtual mechanisms through financial, ifia-
tional and political spheres that can be foundrirg|, 19,
20]. In other words, the idea of redistribution de-
scribed by P. Protopopov in the bio correlationasgt
[27].

Conclusions The idea of spatial redistribution, in

(inventories, expertise) which become more impdrtan our opinion, should have a leading position in eomto-

due to modern information technologies, particylarl

rary subject area of social geography. It shouldbdsed

Geoinformatics. However, who among prudent investor on more applied areas:

will agree to invest in “limits”?

To honor of the Russian scientists, they were &ble
make the problem of exhaustion of planetary ressirc
of state significance. In particular, through thsctbsure
of discrimination of the Kyoto Protocol [3, 5], folved
by access to the geopolitics: “Russia is a worldvgro

- Energy redistribution [11, 12];

- Spatial inversions [16];

- Spatial redistribution of mineral resources [18];

- Spatial redistribution of environmental resources
[9l;

- Spatial redistribution of material and energy#o

which has a probable enemy/ enemies — countrids thaof the biosphere [21, 22];

indirectly, that is through the mechanism of theoky - Resource and financial spatial redistributiorha
Protocol, plunder its natural resources”. The pbbba global economic system [8].

enemy is an appropriate military doctrine with aypi- In other words, spatial redistribution is a huge
ate MIC financing that today Ukraine feels very dge  “blank space” that exists today on the world map an
by the results of the expansion of its northerrghleor. which should be soon eliminated by social geogrephe
Perhaps, the Ukrainian geographers, following the-c  according to the specifics of activities.

cept of spatial redistribution, must seek for arcadte
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