1. IuBectuuii B o¢mopHy 30HYy. BiTun3HsIHI KOMIaHii MOXXYTb 1HBECTYBaTU KOIUTH B
3aKOpJIOHHI TPOEKTH 3a JOMOMOIOK TMPSAMOro i HempsMoro (depe3 IHIIY KOMIIAHI0)
iHBecTyBaHHA. OCTaHHIMM POKAMHM MOIYJsSpHE CTBOPEHHSI KOMIaHIi B opIIOpHUX 30Hax. Lle
OB’ SI3aHO 3 TUM, II0 B OQIIOPHUX 30HAX MUIBIOBI YMOBHU IISUIBHOCTI 1 HU3BKUH pIBEHb
KOHTPOJIIO 3 O0KY MICIIEBUX KOHTPOJIIOIOYMX OPraHiB.

2.CmiBmpanss  yKpaiHChKOI MAaTepHWHCHKOT KOMMaHii 3 OQIIOPHOI KOMIAHIE
BIIOYBAa€ThCA 3a pPIBHUMHU CleHapisiMu. Tak, g TNPUKIATy MaTepUHCbKa CTPYKTypa
BHKOPHUCTOBYE OQIIOPHY KOMIIAHIIO SK TMOCEPEIHMKAa B YKIAJAaHHI yroj 3 IHO3EMHUMH
MOKyNUsAMH. MaTepuHchbka KOMIAHISI MPaKkTUYHO 3a COOIBapTICTIO peanizye oQUIOpHI
KOMIIaHIi TOBap, SIKUH OCTAaHHS MPOJAE IHO3EMHUM KOMIAHISIM BXE 33 PUHKOBOIO IIIHOIO.
ChiBnpans Takoro THILy Ja€ 3MOTI'y MaT€pUHCHKINA KOMIIaHii 3MEHIIYBAaTH MOJIaTKOBUH TATap,
HarpoMa/I>Kyroud BUBUIbHEH1 KOIITH B O(IIOPHIA KOMIIaHIi.

3. IHo3emHi iHBecTHIii B yKpaiHChKMI puHOK. Komrtu, HarpoMmapkeHi B odmiopHii
KOMIIaHii, € IpUOyTKOM MaTEpUHCHKOI KOMIIaHIi, SKUM BOHAa PO3MOPSKAETHCA Ha BIACHUN
po3cyn. HalljouiipHIIIMM BUKOPUCTAHHSIM BUIBHUX KOILUTIB € iX 1HBECTYBaHHS Y PO3BUTOK
BJIACHOI CTPYKTYpH 4YM Y HOBI IMPOCKTH, 30KpeMa y CTBOPCHHS/KYIIBIIO YKPaiHCHKHX
KOMITaHIH.

4. Henpsimuii 3B’ s130K 0(1IoOpHOT KOMIIaH1i 3 YKpaiHChKOIO MaTEPUHCHKOIO KOMITAHIETO.
[aBecTumiiini pecypcu oQuIOpHOi KOMIaHii — 1€ NpUOYyTKHM MaTEpPUHCHKOI CTPYKTYpH,
HArpoMajpkeHi 3a KopJoHoM. ToMmy CTBOpPEHHs/KYIIBIJIS BITYM3HSHOI KOMITaHIl OQIIOPHOIO
HENpsIMUM 1HBECTYBaHHSIM 3 OOKy MAaTepUHCBKOi CTPYKTypu. Takuil B3aeMO3B’ 30K
MIPAKTUYHO HE MOXJIUBO BIACTEXKUTH.

5. CmiBmpanss KOMIaHii 3 MaTePUHCHKOIO KOMITaHi€er. [lepeBakHO CTBOPEHHsI/KYITiBIIs
CTpaxoBHMKa Inependayae, [0 MaTepUHCbKa KOMIaHI BUKOPUCTOBYBATUME WOro JUIs
oOciayroByBaHHs BiacHMX noTped. Takoro Tumy [JOYIpHS KOMIAHIsI € MapTepoM
MaTEPUHCHKOI CTPYKTYpH, ajle HEMa€ i HaTAKY Ha HEPUHKOBI BITHOCUHU MDK HUMH.

Orxe, oQpumOpHI 30HH NPUBAOIIOIOTH AKILIOHEPIB MUIBIOBUMU YMOBAaMHU MiSNIBHOCTI,
JIETKICTIO CTBOPEHHSI Ta IPOCTOTON0 poboTu. [Ipu 1mpboMy yKpaiHChbKI KOMIIaHIi CTBOPIOIOTH
KOMITaHIi B OIIOPHUX 30HAX MEPEBAXKHO JUIsl ONTUMI3alii (piHAHCOBUX MOTOKIB.
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ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE —POLITICAL ASPECTS

Introduction.

It is widely acknowledged that one of the main subjects of environmental sustainability
is the issue of distributive justice. In fact environmentalism and justice share one thing in
common — both notions are strongly concerned about actual or increasing scarcity. Previously,
the authors of Limits to Growth argued that the Earth can have only a limited amount of non-
renewable natural resources as well as a limited capacity for absorbing the waste created by
productive activity. As the consequence of the population enlargement and resources decline,
also the portion of each individual becomes shortened. This picture shows that political
environmentalism, basically founded on The Limits to Growth, puts scarcity as one of the
main organizing concerns. If scarcity is a central point both to political environmentalism and
to the idea of distributive justice, so it should be assumed that political environmentalism has
distributive justice at the heart of its discourse.
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Isthereajustice reserved to nature?

In a typical liberal theory of justice it seems that justice is reserved to humans only.
John Rawls puts the question: On what grounds <...> do we distinguish between mankind
and other living things and the regard the constraints of justice as holding only in our
relations to human beings [5, p. 504].

From this point of view, at least, we can see that only animals can have a conception of
good and sense of justice, and as a consequence of it, our conduct towards nonhuman animals
should not be regulated by the principles of justice.

Also, Michael Walzer — one of the main contemporary communitarian philosophers —
strengthens his theory of justice in the area of equal rights reserved to human beings. Like
Rawls he argues that: By virtue of what characteristics are we one another’s equals? [6, p.
314]. Walzer’s statement can simply prove that only human beings, because they are treated
as culture-proving creatures, have exclusive rights to belong to the community of justice, and
the other non-human animals and the rest of non-human natural world has to remain out of it.

David Cooper seems to present an interesting argumentation in the fallowing research.
He states: Whatever the crucial determinant of moral concern — happiness, rights, sentiment —
the argument is irrational to restrict such concerns to human beings, since the differences
between our selves and some other spheres which would alone justify such a restriction smply
do not exist [2, p. 139]. Undoubtedly Cooper’s argumentation is appropriate. In some cases
the dominant of moral concern might be more obvious towards the “subordinate” spheres.

After this short introduction the fallowing question might arise: (1) Who are the
recipients of environmental justice?; (2) What should be distributed?; (3) What isthe principle
of distribution?[1, pp. 291 — 292].

Each distribution about environmental justice is always connected with the problem of
the future generations. In the next part of the paper this category is taken under consideration.

Environmental justice for future generations

Environmental have always been divided according two categories. (1) those which
have immediate effects and (2) those have delayed effects. The starting point in the discussion
about environmental justice for future generation might be James Fishkin’'s statement: no
defensible theory of justice can neglect the fact that people are born and die and that our
actions may have serious effects on the interests of those yet to be born [3, p. 9]. If Fishkin is
right the theories of social justice need to be applied not only to the contemporary conditions
of everyday life but also projected for the future generations and we should not be satisfy for a
theory justice unless it gives us convincing guarantee concerning distribution between present
and the future.

On the other hand there are scientists who criticize the idea of justice for future
generation. Robert Heilbroner writes. Why should | lift a finger to effect events that will have
no more meaning form me seventy-five years after my death than those that happened
seventy-five years before | was born? There is no rational answer to that terrible question [4,
p. 191]. Heilbroner comes out of assumption that there is no possibility to build
intergenerational justice because the condition for relations of justice misses reciprocity —
future generations cannot harm or benefit us.

However, any principle of justice can be defended when we consider biological human
needs such as breathing, oxygen, health — those goods can be anticipated ahead for a long
period of time. Especially, it should be considered in the context of climate changes in
contemporary world.

Conclusions

Human use of the environment seems to accept a belief that the resources of the Planet
play merely instrumental role. Without any hesitation we can say that we live in the World
where global threats of consuming natural resources, environment devastation, excessive
demographic growth and permanent dissatisfaction of people became the fact. In
contemporary liberal thought theorists devoted attention to social and economic justice but it
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seems they have not taken enough consideration towards a justice for natural resources.
Undoubtedly, belongs to the first philosophers who started a meaningful discourse in the area
of social justice but he has obviously ignored the idea of environmental justice. Of course
there have been some green political thinkers who have attempted to defend more
environmentally conscious theories of justice. It seems that as the first the Brundtland report
stated that inequality is the planet’s main environmental problem, thereby confirming
Commission’s belief that policies for greater material equality are the most crucial elementsin
any formula of measures focused on environmental sustainability.
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JTEPXKABHA CTPYKTYPHA IMOJIITUKA: IIIJII TA MEXAHI3M PEAJII3AIIIL

Po3BuTOK €xKOHOMIKM VYKpalHH XapaKTepU3YEThCS HEPIBHOMIPHICTIO Ta CyIepewin-
BICTIO PE3yJIbTaTIB, 10 MOTpedye akTUBI3alli CTPYKTYpHOI mepeOyloBH, a TaKOX IMOLIYKY
HOBOTO MIJIXOly J10 3[1ICHEHHS A€P>KaBHUX CTPYKTYPHUX MEPETBOPEHb. Y CIIIIHUI PO3BUTOK
JiepKaBU 3aJICKUTh BIJ XapaKTepy, HAMpsAMIB 1 TEMIIB CTPYKTYPHUX 3pYyLIEHb B €eKOHOMIIII Ta
iX mpHuCTOCYBaHHS J0 BUMOI PHHKY. Jlep)aBHE peryiroBaHHS CTPYKTYPHHX 3pYILEHb Yy
HaI[IOHAJIbHIA E€KOHOMIlLl CIPSAMOBYETbCS Ha (OpPMYBaHHA W MIATPUMKY pallOHAIBHOT
CTPYKTYPH €KOHOMIKH Ta 3JIICHIOETHCS 3a JOIMOMOIOI0 JIEP>KaBHOT CTPYKTYPHOT MOJIITHKH.

Jlocni/pKeHHsIM ~ JIep’)KaBHOI  CTPYKTYpHOI IOJIITUKA TPUCBSIYEHO HU3KY IIpallb
BITUM3HSHUX 1 3apyOLKHMX yueHuX, cepen sikux O. I. Anrekap, C. O. bina, B. B. Bonunenp,
O. A. JlebeneBa, A. ®. Menphuk, T.II. Illunkapenko Ta iH. Y iX poOoTax 3HauHa yBara
NPUAUISETbCA. BU3HAYEHHIO IPIOPUTETIB JEPHKABHOI CTPYKTYPHOI IMOJITUKH; BU3HAYEHHIO
ocoOyiMBoCTEl (OPMYBAHHS EKOHOMIUYHOI CTPYKTYpH JA€piKaBH;, AOCIUDKEHHIO Tally3eBOi
CTPYKTYpH €KOHOMIKH JepkaBu. BogHodac 3a yMOB BIUIMBY Cy4aCHUX €BPOIHTErpalliiHUX
MIPOLIECIB yce OUIBIIOTO 3HaYeHHsI HA0yBalOTh MEXaHI3MHU peallizallii CTPYKTYPHOI HOJIITHKY.

MeToro JOCHUIKEHHS € BHU3HAYEHHS OCHOBHUX IUIEH JepikaBHOI CTPYKTYpHOT
MOJIITUKY, 110 3a0e3neyarb NPOrPECMBHUN PO3BUTOK EKOHOMIKM KpaiHW, BUSBJICHHS i
MPIOPUTETIB 1 0COOIMBOCTEN MEXaHI13MY peajizalii CTPYKTYPHOT MOJITHKH.

3aBAaHHAM JEpXKaBHOI CTPYKTYpPHOI MOJITUKM Ma€ OYTH TPUBEICHHS CTPYKTYpHU
HaI[IOHAJIbHUX CEKTOPIB €KOHOMIKM Y BIIMOBIIHICTH /10 PUHKOBOI MOJIEN1 IOCIOJapIOBaHHS;
JOCSITHEHHS BHCOKOTO CTYMEHS BIAKPUTOCTI HAIIOHATBHOI EKOHOMIKHM 1 HEOOXITHOCTI
3a0e3Me4YeHHs] KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOKHOCT1 BITYM3HSAHOTO BUPOOHMIITBA K HA 30BHILIHBOMY,
TaKk 1 BHYTpIIIHbOMY puHKax. [IpoTe B cydacHuUX ymoBax € Jesiki mpoOiemMu, 1[0 MOTIuo-
JIIOIOTh CTPYKTYPHI1 IHUCOAaHCH BIITBOPIOBAIBHOTO MPOIIECY HAI[IOHAIHHOT €eKOHOMIKH, SIKI,
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