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Les auteurs soulignent le fait que le probléme de ľenvironnement ne se 
posa pas dans le cadre de la science, mais il se développa comme le 
probléme de la pratique sociále. La solution éxige done des procédés non 
traditionnels pour la science. Les auteurs présentent la solution des problé- 
mes de ľenvironnement dans les aspects suivants: 1. thérapeutique et 2. 
préventif — conjectural.

Le point de gravité du rapport est le développement de ľidée de résou- 
dre le probléme de ľenvironnement par la prévention sur la base de la 
prédiction. Les auteurs soulignent simultanément 3 points de vue fonda- 
mentaux: 1. ľunité organique du potentiel de site et du développement 
socioéconomique de la société, c’est-ä-'dire, ľharmonie de ľécologie et de 
ľéconomie, 2. la préservation du potentiel reproducteur de ľenvironnement 
aussi pour ľavenir, 3. le point de vue de ľefficacité toute sociále, 
supérieur aux intéréts locaux, de branche ou autres. Les prédictions de 
ľenvironnement ont la forme de la délimitation fonctionnelle de site, 
suivant les conditions des aires individuelles de remplir les fonetions 
socio-économiques.

The scientific-technical means man dlsposes nowadays, permit such inter- 
ventions in the environment, in the landseape than never before in the past. 
Technielzatlon, or better said anthropogenlzation of the environment had 
long ago exceeded the local or regional frame and acquired a globál charac- 
ter. The growing number of inhabitants, the changes of sociál structure, the 
incessant rising of man’s requirements, etc., all this led to an intense growth 
ot claims on classical and new non-traditional sources, on foods, on energy, 
on water, on new utility spaces, etc.

This growth of requirements and acceleration of anthropogenization, or 
technicization of the landseape is manifest under the conditions of the scien- 
titlc-technical revolution by the occurrence of conflicting to dangerous situa- 
tions, beginning with the ecological through that of raw materiál, energetical, 
hydrological, etc. These conflicting situations put man before the task to 
distinguish quiekly and radlcally the activites, which preserve or inerease 
the proprlety of envirnoment to be man’s horne, from activities which destroy 
its property.

The problém of environment did not arise in the lap of science and it was
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not developing from a concrete scientific discovery towards the sociál appli- 
cation, but on the contrary, it grew as an actual problém of the sociál practice. 
Its solution therefore requires for the science non-traditional and non-typical 
processes.

The questions of environment intervene practically in all spheres of Ithe 
sociál life and are at the same time in relationship with the entire complex 
of the natural and artificial environment. Their examination exceeds the frame 
of one science, it is a task substantially of the whole scientific sphere from 
natural through technical to the sociál Sciences. Beside the specific problems 
related to the individual science disciplines, the complexity is lawful for the 
problém of environment, which leads inevitably to the integration of inter- 
science Solutions. However, there equally holds the principle of complexity 
and joining in of all the society even in the realization of practical measures.

In solving the questions of environment it is unavoidable to start from 
the problém approach and not from the classical divisions of Sciences.

The problém approach in solving the questions of environment will there
fore require even in the organization and coordination of research an untra- 
ditional, strictly functional and purposeful approach in connecting on the 
Sciences, based on their subordination to the aim laid out, in a permanent and 
lawfully unavoidable binding up of the theory and the sociál practice.

The sociál practice establishes the problém of environment in two weighty 
aspects:

1. in the therapeutic view point
2, in the preventive-predictive view point.
From the view point of therapy, i.e. remedy and reconstruction of the affec- 

ted environment they are above all the questions:
a] on the generál level:

— Typification of the most important types and forms of environment 
affection,

— Preparation of methods for removing the sources of devastating effects 
in the affected areas,

— Establisment of priorities for recovery measures of the affected en
vironment elements.

b) on the regional level:
— Delineatlon of the most affected areas,
— Establisment of methods for recovery of affected areas,
— Realization of these measures.

The environment of the ČSSR and the landseape spatial organization with 
which we entered the period of socialist construction, was the heritage of the 
preceding sociál formatlons — feuda! and capitalist. We Inherited with it the 
conflicting situations as a result of unsuitable use of the landseape sources, 
unsuitable localization of agrlcultural and industrial production and settle
ment.

By building the materiál foundations of socialism the old organization of 
space began to change strongly. An unprecedented landseape anthropogeni
zation took plače, which brought with it several negatives in the environment.

The development of modem Industrial large-scale production and the so- 
clalization of agriculture conditioned the concentration of population and 
economic activities in a certain area. This caused considerable problems in

331



the landseape effective use and brought about many questions about the 
environment. The densely populated plain and basin areas must fulfill the 
communication function [frequently of a supraregional and inter-state impor- 
tance as, for ex., the Považie region), further on of settlement, but also in
dustrial, agricurtural, Service. But there are here also sources of waters, 
raw materials, the most fertile soils, etc. The fact that the forms of the lands
eape structure affect as a rule do not oceur isolately, but in combinations, 
their negative consequence inereases for the economic use and on the environ
ment as a whole.

For this reason there oceurred and are still oceurring complicated problems 
under our landseape conditions in the process of restructuralization and 
building of a new regional socio-economic structure. Apart from it we did 
not succeed so far to overcome in full measure all the delaying influences 
of the past periods, whether it is the inertia of objects and buildings inheri
ted from the past, the inherited structure of settlement and landseape Infra- 
structure, or the inertia of thinking, opinions and practices in the numerous 
spheres of our life.

Our political and government organs accepted a whole series of measures 
to better the environment in the affected areas for the recovery of the envi- 
ronmental fundamental elements as are the atmosphere, water, soli in the do- 
cument „Conception of care of the environment in the SSR“. The document 
contains also a whole series of preventivo measures. It was shown that the 
expenses for therapeutic — recovery measures are so high that they cannot 
be solved at a time, but they must be extended to a longer period with establi- 
shing certain priorities. This state resulted on the one hand from the nega
tives of the environment historie development, partly from the lack of know- 
ledge of the environmental problems in creating the projects and construc
tion still in the recent past. However, It showed also that such additional 
expenses for the remedial measures of the environment are far much higher 
than they would be in a preventivě approach. Therefore from the stand 
point of needs of a healthy socioeconomic development of the society and 
a balanced environment it is necessary to start from the postuláte of pre- 
vention, based on a scientific prédiction.

The socialist systém of society, whose fundamental attribute is a planned 
scientific management of the development of society, must unavoidably 
approach the use of environment — i. e. the landseape potential in the in
teres! of longterm perspectives of the socio-economic development of the 
society from three basic aspects. They are: 1. organic unity of the landseape 
potential and of the socio-economic development of the society, i. e. ecology 
and economy, 2. preservation of the landseape potential reproduction for 
the future and 3. the stand point of the all-soclal efficiency, superrior to local, 
branch and other part interests.

The recent analysis has shown that the present use of the landseape po
tential is insufficient and in a large measure also irrational as a result of 
frequent disproportional interest of individual branches (e. g. agriculture — 
construction of settlements — construction of Communications, — water 
management — industry — tourism — forest management — protection 
of nátuře, etc.], which cause frequently a one-slde irrational use of the 
landseape at the detriment of the all-social interests. The negligence of the
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entire (Systems] approach in using the landseape potential would conserve 
the present state and in many cases it could lead to endangering the repro
duction capacities of the landseape for the future.

The landseape space is not a homogeneous surface, which can be covered 
with Works and activities aceording to arbitrary decision, but it is a compli
cated differentiated mosaic of the potential of various values, therefore of 
various limits of bearability for anthropogenous activity. Overpassing these 
limits may lead to a strong affect of the landseape systems and by it to the 
decrease of their capability to fulfil the expected function.

Tu be able to build up an effective organization of space, based on the 
potential properties of our heterogeneously structured landseape it is neces
sary to make the diagnosis of the landseape and socio-economis conditions 
which would be a corresponding basis for prédictions, as a basis of creating 
the scientific space organization.

The preconditions for the spatial prédictions are the diagnostic analyses 
of the landseape. Their task is to follow the suitability of llnkage of that or 
the other economic function, but predominantly that of combination of func- 
tions to a certain type of landseape with a certain potential and a certain 
value of stability and loading. However, it is necessary to follow simulta- 
neously the relationship of the functional branch use of the landseape with 
the allsocial Interest. Solely on the basis of this diagnostic process we can 
achieve harmony between the environment and economy and a positive all- 
-social effect.

Such a diagnosis is indispensable, beeause the society is using the natural 
sources, respectively the landseape potential through individual economic 
branches, or activity (extraction of raw materials, forest management, agri
culture, water management, industry, settlements, Communications, technical 
structures, tourism, etc.]. By these specialized economic activities it Influences 
and changes not only the individual elements of the landseape systém, or 
environment, but also the systém as a whole. The relationship man — land
seape [environment] has therefore the character of a positive feedback. 
Solely the diagnosis — the knowledge of this linkage enables the documented 
progiiosis for the development of a balanced environment.

The Systems diagnosis of the environment requires a very large scale of 
data — the landseape databank with regard to its complexity.

One of the main requirements of the presence for data collecting are speed, 
economy and reliability of informations. It is why, beside the field collections 
and statistlcal data the methods of remote investigation are more significantly 
applied.

The main criterion for the databank is the funetionality of informations. 
Not every Information from the sphere of natural Sciences, technics or so
ciál science is iiseable for the landseape diagnosis.

As an example of the changing function of data we give the meteorological, 
or climatological elements; for crop production relevant are the data 
in precipitations, sum of temperatures of the vegetation period, the first and 
the last frosts, etc., for the Communications the occurrence of icing, fogs, 
etc., for tourism the summer occurrence of warm and dry days, winter tourism 
again the duration and thiekness of snow cover, for urbanism the occurrence
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of inverse situations, frequence and directions of winds, etc. Analogous situa- 
tion holds also for data from other spheres of science.

Data on various elements of the environment are relatively extensive, but 
so far spread out in several institutlons (branches and their scientific institu- 
tions mainly Urbion, HMÚ, Statistical Office, SIPK, the institutes of the Slo
vák Academy of Sciences and high schools, etc.). They still lack completeness 
and function. It would be desireable tu unify [switch over) the databanks 
on a uniform conceptional basis functionally subordinated to diagnostic and 
predictive needs.

Similarly the data on the environment, their processing and evaluation is not 
so far functionally switched over. Securing staff and materiál is to a large 
measure tributary to departmentalism and therefore insufficiently effective. 
Inevitably the capacities in hardware and software of contractors and of 
other organizational measures will háve to unitě for a timely establisliment 
of diagnosis as a condition (jf predicting the environment within the frame 
of a collective prédiction.

Shouid the diagnosis of environment — landseape be useable for predictive 
aims, it would háve to contain at least the following points:

— establishment of potential for individual sorts of economic activities,
— knowledge of the present landseape use,
— appreciaiion of suitability (rationality) of the present landseape use 

(positives, negatives),
— appreciation of possibilities of a rational landseape potential use for 

idividual branches, or combination of branches with regard to the land
seape stability and to the limits of its bearing capacity.

Starting from the diagnosis according to the above indicated principles it 
can be proceeded to prédiction.

Landseape prognoses háve the form of the landseape functional delimi- 
tation. It is indicated also, in accordance with the authors of the german 
geoecological school, as the optimization of the landseape functional struc
ture. The landseape functional dellmitation is the process of spatial division 
of antropogeneous activities, therefore adjoining individual activities to struc- 
tural surfaces in the landseape acording to their qualification to fulfil the 
functions. We distinguish monofunctional, bifunctional, trifunctional, polyfunc- 
tional surfaces, etc.

The process of functional landseape délimitation is not inductive. We cannot 
begin it by adjoining functions to individual structural smáli surfaces in the 
landseape space, but on the contrary, first it is necessary to evaluate the 
generál landseape unit according to the globál potential from which results 
its basic dominating function (water management, tourist-recreational, agri- 
cultural, production settlements, etc., or their combinations). From the stand 
point of this basic function or functions then the whole area is evaluated 
and the individual functional surface are delineated. All the other functions 
are subordinated to the basic function or functions. In the national parks, 
for ex., the primary and dominating function is tlie protection of nátuře. Its 
partner functions may be the water management, health function, etc. The 
function of travelling activity, settlements, Communications, etc., must be su
bordinated to these basic functions. The protection of the reproductive poten
tial of soil must be dominating in the agrlcultural areas and from its stand
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point must be appreciated the other functions — settlements, production, Com
munications, etc.

An important criterion is also the supra-national economic integration, 
whithin whose frame certain areas acquire a significant function of interna- 
tional importance, for ex., the function of travelling acitivity, protection of 
náture, extraction of raw materials, etc.

The all-social stand point which is equivalent to the landseape potential 
criterion and is not in contradiction with it, but on the contrary, the protection 
of the landseape reproductive capacity is in the organic unity. It means such 
a loading of the landseape in the fulfilment of all inevitable sociál functions 
which do not cause destruction of the landseape systém. By losing the repro
duction capacities the landseape loses námely the capacity to fulfil the 
functions required from it by the society.

Adjoining functions to individual structural surfaces in the landseape is 
not mechanical. Anthropogeneuos activities are unusually varied and overlap. 
In their spatial délimitation it is necessary to start from the indicated land
seape properties. In appreciating the anthropogeneous activities it is necessary 
to weight also the technological aspect, the scientific technical achievements 
and the possibilities to restrict the anthropogeneous unfavourable action on 
the landseape systém. Progressive technological process allow considerable 
loading of the landseape by the most manifold functions. It is also necessary 
to note that loading of the landseape is not the question of filling the land
seape space by anthropogeneous works, but it is the question of kinds and 
intensities of their action on the landseape systém. Loading of the landseape 
presents various sides. It may relate to wastes, overcrowding the space and 
affecting the landseape scenery by disturbing structures, which plays a role 
in the protected and tourist areas.

The Systems thus understood prédiction should be the basic starting point 
for the scientific organization of the space — it would enable prevention 
against possible negative phenomena in the environment for the future.
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PROGNÓZA A PREVENCIA PRI OCHRANE A TVORBE ŽIVOTNÉHO PROSTREDIA

Problematika životného prostredia nevznikla v lone vedy a nerozvíjala sa od kon
krétneho vedeckého objavu smerom ku spoločenskej aplikácii, ale naopak, vyrástla 
ako aktuálna problematika spoločenskej praxe. Jej riešenie si teda vyžaduje pre vedu 
netradičné a netypické postupy.

Pri riešení otázok životného prostredia je nevyhnutné vychádzať z problémového 
prístupu a nie z klasického členenia vied.

Problémový prístup riešenia otázok životného prostredia si teda bude vyžadovať 
aj v organizácii a koordinácii výskumu neťradičný, prísne funkčný a účelový prístup 
v zapojení vied, založený na ich podriadenosti vytýčenému cieľu, pri permanentnej 
a zákonite nevyhnutnej previazanosti teórie a spoločeskej praxe.

Spoločenská prax nastoľuje problematiku životného prostredia v dvoch ťažisko
vých aspektoch. Sú to: 

hľadisko terapeutické, 
hľadisko preventívno-prognostické.

Z hľadiska terapie, t. j. nápravy a rekonštrukcie narušeného prostredia sú to predo
všetkým otázky: 

v rovine všeobecnej
— vytypovanie najzávažnejších typov a foriem narušenia prostredia,
— rozpracovanie spôsobov odstraňovania zdrojov devastačných účinkov v narušených 

územiach,
— určenie priorít ozdravovacích opatrení narušených prvkov prostredia. Ďalej 

v rovine regionálnej
— vyčlenenie najviac narušených oblastí,
— vypracovanie návrhu opatrení na ozdravenie narušených oblastí,
— realizácia týchto opatrení.

Socialistické spoločenské zriadenie, ktorého základným atribútom je plánovité ve
decké riadenie rozvoja spoločnosti, nevyhnutne musí pristúpiť k využívaniu prostre
dia potenciálu krajiny v záujme dlhodobých perspektív socio-ekonomického rozvoja 
spoločnosti z troch základných aspektov. Sú to:

1. organická jednota potenciálu krajiny a socioekonomického rozvoja spoločnosti 
čiže ekológie a ekonómie,

2. zachovanie reprodukčného potenciálu krajiny pre budúcnosť,
3. hľadisko celospoločenskej efektívnosti, nadradené lokálnym, odvetvovým a iným 

čiastkovým záujmom.
Aby sme mohli vybudovať efektívnu organizáciu priestoru, založenú na vlastnos

tiach potenciálu našej heterogénne štruktúrovanej krajiny, je nevyhnutné vykonať 
diagnózu krajinných i spoločesko-ekonomických podmienok, ktorá by bola zodpoveda
júcou bázou pre prognózy ako základ pre vytváranie vedeckej organizácie priestoru.

Systémová diagnóza prostredia si vyžaduje, vzhľadom na svoju zložitosť veľmi ši
rokú škálu dát — banku dát o krajine.

Jednou z hlavných požiadaviek súčasnosti na zber údajov je rýchlosť, úspornosť 
a spoľahlivosť informácií. Preto sa vedľa terénnych zberov a štatistických dát vý
raznejšie uplatňujú metódy diaľkovéhq prieskumu.

Hlavným kritériom pre banku dát je funkčnosť informácií. Nie každá informácia
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z prírodovednej, technickej, alebo spoločenskovednej oblasti je použitelná pre krajinnú 
diagnózu.

Ako príklad pre menlivú funkčnosť informácií — dát uvediem meteorologické, 
resp. klimatologické prvky: pre rastlinnú výrobu sú relevantné údaje v zrážkach, 
sume teplôt vegetačného obdobia, prvé a posledné mrazy a pod., pre komunikácie 
výskyt námrazy, hmiel a pod., pre cestovný ruch letný výskyt teplých suchých dní, 
pre zimný cestovný ruch zasa dižka trvania, resp. hrúbka snehovej pokrývky, pre ur
banizmus výskyt inverzných situácií, frekvencia, smery vetrov atd. Analogická situácia 
platí aj o dátach z iných vedných oblastí.

Aby diagnóza prostredia, krajiny bola využiteľná pre prognostické zámery, mala 
by obsahovať prinajmenšom tieto body:
— určenie potenciálu pre jednotlivé druhy ekonomických aktivít,
— poznanie doterajšieho využívania krajiny,
— posúdenie vhodnosti (racionality] doterajšieho využívania krajiny (pozitíva, ne

gatíva),
— posúdenie možností racionálneho využívania potenciálu krajiny pre jednotlivé 

odvetvia, resp. kombinácie odvetví s prihliadnutím na stabilitu krajiny a limity jej 
únosnosti.

Vychádzajúc z diagnózy podľa naznačených zásad sa môže pristúpiť k prognóze. 
Krajinné prognózy majú podobu funkčnej delimitácie krajiny. Funkčná delimitácia 
kraj ný je procesom priesto'ového členenia antropogénnych aktivít, teda priraďovanie 
jednotlivých aktivít štruktúrnym plochám v krajina podľa ich predpokladov plniť 
tunkcie. Rozoznávame plochy monofunkčné, bifunkčné, trifunkčné, polyfunkčně atď. 

Takto systémovo poňatá prognóza by mala byť základným východiskom pre ve
deckú organizáciu priestoru — umožňovala by prevenciu pred možnými negatívnymi 
javmi v životnom prostredí do budúcnosti.

SMHjib M a 3 y p, iÍH ypôaneK

nporHoa h nPEBEHiíHH npH oxpahe h cosäahhh OKPy^AioníEH cpezkei

npoÚJieMaTHKa ORpyrKaromeň cpeati ne BOSBHKjia b Jione HayKH h ne úeper CBoe Hauajio 
c KOHKpeTHOro HayuHoro oTOptiTna, KOTopoe BonjioigaJiocb 6bi b oômecTBeHHyro acHSHb — a na- 
oôopoT, ona EOSHHKJia KaK aKTyajiBHaa npoÔJieMaTHKa oSmecTBeHHoä npaKTHKH. Ee pemeHHe, 
TaKHM oôpasoM, Hyawaexca b npHMeHeHim c acneKTOB HajocH ne TpaÄHĽjHOHHbix h ne ranHUHBix 
npHeMOE,

ľfjia pemeHHa BonpocoB OKpyjKaiomeH cpeabi neoúxOÄHMO npHMeHaTb npoÔJieMHbíň noaxoa, 
a He HcxOÄHTb H3 KjiacciiqecKoro noapaaaejiettHa HayK,

ripoÚJieMHMH nOÄXOÄ pemeHHa BonpocoE OKpyjKaromeň cpejiii Tpeôyex xaKrKe b aejie opraHH- 
aapHH H KOOpÄHHHpOBaH.Ha HCCJieaOBaHHťí npHMeHHXb He xpaaHpHOHHblM, cxporo lj)yHKUHOHajIb- 
Hbiii H ueaeHanpaBaeHHbiH noaxoa npH noaKjiioaeHHH HayK, ocHOBbiBaromHHca na hx nOÄHHHe- 
HHH HaMeaeHHOH ijejiH, coôjnoaaa npn stom nepManeHxHyio h saKOHOMepHO HeHaôejKHyio 
BsaHMOoôycaoBjíeHHOCTb xeopHH h oSmecxBeHHoň npaKXHKH.

OômecxBeHHaa npaKX.HKa BbiaBHraex npoôaeMaxHKy OKpyxíaiorueH cpeabi b aByx ochobhbix 
acneKxax, a HMeHHo:

1. B acneKxe TepaneBTHuecKOM h
2. B acneKxe npeseHTHBHO-nporHocxHHecKOM,
C TepaneBTHuecKoro acneKxa, x. e, BOSoÚHOBjíeHua h peKOHLjxpyKUHH HapymeHHoň cpertbi 3X0, 

npewae Bcero, Bonpocbi: 
a) Ha BceoômeM ypoBHe:

— BbiHBjíeHHe HanSojiee napymeHHbix xhhob h (jiopM cpeau,
— paapaôoxKa chocoóob ycxpaneHHa hcxohhhkob, BbiSBiBaiomHx Hapymenna xeppHxopuH,
— onpeneaeHHe npHopHTexa MeponpHaxHň, BOCcxaHaBjíHBaiomHx HapyuieHHBie saeMeHxbi cpeabi;

337



6) B periiOHajibHOM ypoBne
— BBiaejieHHe MaKCMMajibHO HapyuieHHbix oÔJiacTeň
— paapaôoTKa npoeKxa MeponpHHTHň no BoaoÔHOBJíeHHio HapymenHbix oDJiacreň,
~ ocyiiíecTBJíeHHe sthx MeponpnaTHň.

CounajiHCTHyecKoe oômecTBo, ochobhbim npHHUHnOM KOToporo HEJineTca iiJiaHOBHioe Hay^iHOe 
ynpasneHHe pa3BHTneM oôiiíecxBa, Henaôe^HO äojdkho noÄXoaHTb k HcnojibsoBaHHio cpe^bi
— T. e. noTCHLíHajia jiaHjima^íTa b HHxepecax flOjrrocpo^Hbix nepcneKXHB couMajibHO-SKOHOMH- 
^ecKoro pasBHxHa oÔiiíecxBa — H3 xpex ochobhbix acncKxoB. 3xo: 1. opraHHqecKoe cähhcxbo 
noxeHiíHajia JiaHAma(|)xa h coiíHajibHO-SKOHOMHqecKoro pa3BHTHa; oÔmecxBa — hjih >Ke SKononíH 
H 9K0H0MHKH, 2. coxpaHeHHe penpOÄyKUHOHHoro noxeHiíHa;ia jiaHatuat^xa ;ijih ôy^yiiíero h, 3.

, acneKx BceoômecxBeHHoň s^^eKXHBHOcxH, Koxopbíň BJibiaexca xjiaBHbiM no oxHonieHHK) k jiOKajib- 
HblM, BeflOMCXBeHHblM H ÄpyXHM napUHaJIbHbIM HHXepecaM.

Hjih xoro, Hxoôbi C03;iaxb Bt^^^eKXHBHyio opraHHBaixHio npocxpancxBa, ocHOBaHHyio Ha cboh- 
cxBax noxeniíHajia Hamero rexeporeHHO cxpyKxypajinsoBaHHOro jiaHii.ma(^xa, neoôxoAHMO c^ienaxb 
íinarHOB JiaHainat^THBix h oômecxBeHHO-aKOHOMHqecKHx ycjioBMŽ, Koxopbiŕt ôbiji ôbi cooxBeicxBy- 
loiiíHM 6a3HC0M jiJia nporH030B, ochoboíí coazianHa HayHHoň opraHHaaixHH npocxpancxBa.

H3-3a 3HaHHxejibHoň cjio>khocxh cHcxeMHbíň ;iiiarH03 cpenbi xpeÔyex coajianna onenb oÔmnp- 
Horo c6opa ziaHHbix — ôaHKa jiaHHBix o jiaHniua^xe.

TjiaBHblMH XpeÔOBaHHHMH COBpeMeHHOCTH, CXOamUMH nepea CÔOpOM HaHHblX, HBJIHIOXCH Ôbicxpo- 
xa, SKOHOMHOCXb H ÄOCXOBepHOCTb HH^opMaiíHÍi. HoaxoMy, HapHÄy c nojieBbiM côopOM K cxa- 
xncxHHecKHMK ;iaF''i>iMH, Bce B BospacxaioLLíeH Mepe npHMeHHioxca Mexonbi jiHcxaHUHOHHoro 
30HZIHp0BaHHa.

rjiaBHBiM KpnxepHCM ôaHKa flaHHbix HBJíaexca cJjyHKUHOHajibHOCXb HH^iopMauHM. He KaH<íia>i 
HHc^opMaiíHH ecxecxBeHHOHayHHoro, xexHHnecKoro mjih oÔmecxBeHHoro xapaKxepa npe;icxaBjiaex 
HHxepec iiJiH naH;ima4)XHoro fluarHOsa.

npHMepOM HSMeHHHBOH (|)yHKHHOřiai[bHOCXH HH(|)OpMaHHH ~ ÄaHHblX MOXyX nOCJiyjKHXb 
Mex^opojiornnecKHe, hjih Hce KJiHMaxoJioxHqecKue sjieMeHXbi: jijih. pacxenHeBOBicxBa cymecxBeHHO 
Ba>KHLi ÄaHHbie o ocajiKax, cyMMax xennepaxyp BerexaiíHOHHoro nepnojia, o cpOKax HacxynneHHa 
H SaKaHHHBaHHH M0p030B H X. H., HaseMHOFO XpaHCnOpXa Ba»(Hbr aaHHbie o HaJIHHHH
rojiojiena, xyManoB n x. n., äjih xypnSMa Ba^Hbi CBejieHHa o HajiUHim JiexoM xenjibix h ôea- 
a,OH<aeBbix ÄHeň, shmoh, Haoôopox, o npOÄOJiH<Hxei[bHocxH n Bbicoxe CHe:«HOro noKpoBa, zijih 
yp6aHH3Ma HHxepeCHbi cse^eHHH o HaJiUHMH nHBepcuoHHbix oÔcxaHOBOK, o nacxoxe h HanpaBJíe- 
HHH Bexpa H x. Ä- AnajiorHnaa oÔcxanoBKa naôjiiojiaexca xaK>Ke b cjiynae aaHHbix h3 Äpyrux 
HavHHbix oÔJiacxeô.

xoro, Hxoôbi Hcnojib30Baxb jiHarHOa cpe;ibi — jiaHii,uia$xa b nporHOCXHHecKHx nejiax, 
OH íioji>KeH B ce6e coB.epH<axb KaK MHHHMyM cjie^yioiixne nyHKXbi:
— onpe^ejieHHe noxenííHajia oxjiejibHbix bhaob BKOHOMHHecKoô aKXHBHOcxn,
— no3HaHHe Hcno;ib30BaHHH jiaHama(|)xa, HMeiomero Mecxo äo Hacioamero speMCHH,
— oucHKa paHHOHajiBHOcx'H HcnonbaoBaniíH jianjima^jxa, jiMeioinero Mecxo äo Hacxoamero Bpe- 

MeHH (iiojiOHíHxejibHbie H oxpHiiaxejibHbie CXOpOHbl),
— OHeHKa B03MO>KHOCxeH paiíHOHaJibHoro HcnojibSOBaHHa noxeHHnajia JiaHjima(|)xa äjih ox^ejib- 

Hbix oxpacjieň hjih H<e KOMÔHHaiíHii oxpacjien, yHHXLiBaa npn 3xom ycxoiiHHBocxb Jianji,' 
ma^xa h npejiejibi ero sarpysKH.

riocjie ÄHarHOsa, cjiejiaHHoro Ha ocHOBaHHH Bbime ynOMHHyxbix ochobhbix nojiOÄeHHÍi, moh^ho 
npHcxynaxb k npoxHoay. JIaHxi.uia(|)XHbie nporH03bi noa;o6aioxcH (|)yHKL(HOHajibHOMy noupasacJíC' 
HHK) jiaHÄiiiai^xa. (pyHKíiHOHajibHoe noÄpasaejieHHe JiaHÄina^xa npeii,<:xaBJiHex co6oh npoitecc 
npocxpaHCXBeHHoro pacnpe^ejienna anxponoreHHbix bhaob ^leaxejiBHOCXH, snaHHx, axo npnypoHH- 
BaHHe oxÄCJibHbix bhäob jieaxejibHOCXH paaHbiM cxpyKxypHbiM ynacxKaM-njiomanHM b jiaHZHiia(|)xe 
B saBHCHMOcxH OX npeanocbiJioK, Koxopbie ohh hmciox äJih sbinojiHeHHH; jiaHHOH ^^yHKUHH. 
rioBXOMy pasxHqaioxca: ynacxKH-njioinaAH MOHO^yHKíiHOHajibHbie, ÔH^yHKí^HOHajibHbie, xpHíJtyHK- 
iíHOHajibHbie, nojiH^yHKUHOHajibHbie h x. a-

TaKHM oôpaaoM chcxcmho noHHMaeMbm npoľHoa aojihxCh cxaxb ochobhbim HanajiOM jxjih 
HayHHOH opraHHBaiíHH npocxpancxBa — C0AepA<Hx b ce5e npeBeHiíHio b oxHoineHHH mhoxhx 
HeraxHBHbix HBjíeHHH B OKpyH<aiomeH cpeAC b ôy^yuíCM,

riepeBOA: JI. IlpaBAOBa
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