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Ina Melišková 
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Abstract: This paper analyses the existing legislation governing the protection of 
agricultural land in Slovakia focusing on the protection of agricultural land through 
contributions as an economic instrument of protection of agricultural land. It assess the 
situation of the decrease of acreage of agricultural land at a time when the legislature did 
not use contributions for the protection of agricultural land against its usage for other than 
agricultural purpose and at a time when the contributions were re-used as an economic 
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tool through which the usage of agricultural land for other than agricultural purposes is 
prevented. 

Keywords: agricultural land, agricultural land protection, contributions - economic 
instrument 

1 Introduction 

Accordiň to the United Nations the land is a limited and irreplaceable natural 
resource with increasiň substantial demands placed on it [1]. As a result ő 
increasiňly heavy pressure on land resources (e.̌. housiňĽ transport 
in̋rastructureĽ eneřy productionĽ ǎricultureĽ and nature protection)Ľ ǎricultural 
production declinesĽ the quantity and quality ő land deterioratesĽ and there is 
increasiň competition ̋or access to land [β]. The competition ̋or land resources 
creates serious risks ő ̌eopolitical imbalances both worldwide and in the źU. 
The źU will thus be even more dependent in ̋uture on its land resources – which 
include some ő the most ̋ertile soils in the world – and on their sustainable use .  

Ǎricultural land represent one most vulnerable type ő land resource. In the źUĽ 
more than 1Ľ000 km² are subject to withdrawal every year ̋or housiňĽ industryĽ 
roads or recreational purposes. About hal̋ ő this sur̋ace is actually 'sealed'. The 
availability ő in̋rastructure varies considerably between rěionsĽ but in 
ǎ̌rěateĽ every ten years we pave over a sur̋ace area equivalent to Cyprus [Ő]. 

Slovak law has paid particular attention to the protection ő ǎricultural land ̋or 
many decades as a result ő the ̋act that the Slovak Republic has relatively little 
land ő not the best quality on averǎeĽ takiň into account the population and the 
demands to ensure its nutrition [ő]. 

A total size ő land resources ő the SR as ő January 1Ľ β016 is ŐĽř0γĽŐőř ha ő 
landĽ ő which βĽγŘřĽ616 ha is ǎricultural land [6]. In the course ő one calendar 
year in connection with chaňes ő a permanent nature and speci̋yiň the 
measuriň assessment we recorded a loss ő 7Őβő ha ő ǎricultural land [6]. A 
sur̋ace area ő ǎricultural land is continuously shrinkiň. Over the last decade 
there was a decrease ő Ő1Ľ067 ha ő ǎricultural land in Slovakia [6Ľ 7]. 

Apart ̋rom the biolǒical conservation ő land the law as well as economic tools 
play an important role in the ǎricultural land protection. At presentĽ there are 
these valid and commonly used  economic instruments ő the protection ő 
ǎricultural land: chařes ̋or the removal and unauthorized withdrawal ő 
ǎricultural landĽ taxes and land pricesĽ subsidies and incentives leadiň to land 
protection but also the penalties ̋or ő̋enses in the ̋ield ő land protection. 
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2 Aims and materials 

The aim ő this paper is to analyse the current lěislation protectiň ǎricultural 
land in Slovakia ̋ocusiň on the protection ő ǎricultural land throǔh 
contributions as an economic instrument ő protection ő ǎricultural land. It 
assess the situation ő the decrease ő acreǎe ő ǎricultural land at a time when 
the lěislature did not use contributions ̋or the protection ő ǎricultural land 
ǎainst its usǎe ̋or other than ǎricultural purpose and at a time when the 
contributions were reľused as an economic tool throǔh which the usǎe ő 
ǎricultural land ̋or other than ǎricultural purposes is prevented. The paper was 
worked out  on the bases ő materials collected in the ̋rame ő SULANźT and 
źCAP źU project ̋ocused on lěal tools ő land protection (how lěal tools 
e̋̋ected land protection). 

3 Discussion and results 

The Slovak Republic is a country with a relatively small area ő ǎricultural landĽ 
with a belowľaverǎe area ő ǎricultural land per 1 inhabitant. CurrentlyĽ the per 
capita accounts ̋or 0.ŐŐ ha ő ǎricultural and 0.β6 ha ő arable land. In the world 
the ratio is 0.Ř0 ha ő ǎricultural and 0.β7 ha ő arable land [Ř].  

There are various approaches to soil protection. Many ő them have ̌ood 
scienti̋ic bases and are well manǎed in practice. They di̋̋er only in the e̋̋orts to 
point out that somethiň is beiň done in this area. HoweverĽ the truth is that we 
have moved only a little closer to the ideal stateĽ in which the threats to soil are 
stopped or at least reduced to a prőessionally and socially acceptable level. This 
may be caused by what a wellľknown Russian diplomatĽ poetĽ and playwrǐhtĽ A. 
S. żriboyedov (17řőľ1Řβř) called “̌ore ot uma” (woe ̋rom wit)Ľ or maybe 
Džatko and his work entitled “Stvoritelࡊ ské dieloĽ cࡊ lovek a udržatelࡊ ný rozvoj 
stvorenstva” (Work ő the CreatorĽ Man and the Sustainable Development ő the 
Created) was rǐht when he said that “a man cannot understand the system he did 
not createĽ and there̋ore he must destroy and rebuild it at ̋irst to understand the 
limits within which it can be used”.  
The impulse ̋or a new approach to the land protection was the żovernment 
Resolution no. 11Ő1 [ř]Ľ adopted on December 6Ľ β001Ľ entitled "Principles ő 
State Land Policy ő the Slovak Republic" that directed to protection ő the soil as 
a natural heritǎe ő Slovakia. The resolution de̋ined the soil as the top layer ő 
eroded sur̋ace ő the earth's crust containiň waterĽ air and liviň ořanisms. It 
de̋ined individual ̋unctions ő soil – ořanic ̋unctions (biomass productionĽ 
̋iltrationĽ neutralization and metabolism ő substances in nature and maintenance 
ő the ecolǒical and ̌enetic potential ő liviň ořanisms) and ̋unctions 
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associated with human activities (a part ő the space base ̋or socioľeconomic 
activitiesĽ supply ő raw materialsĽ cultural and natural heritǎe ő the country).  

Compared to the previous lěal rěulationĽ the resolution has a ̌reater ̋ocus on 
ořanic ̋unction ő soil. Stability ő the soil ořanic matter also sǐni̋icantly 
depends on the natural resistance ő the ořanic matter to decomposition which 
crucially depends on its internal structureĽ which was quite ̋ittiňly presented by 
Baldock and Skjemstad [10]. The resolution also points out něative e̋̋ects ő the 
intensi̋ication ő ǎriculture in previous periodĽ in particular soil compactionĽ the 
use ő laře and heavy ǎricultural machinery and economically motivated 
ǎricultural approaches (de̋icit in the use ő ořanic ̋ertilisersĽ rare cultivation ő 
deep rootiň plants). Several ̋undamental works have been published in order to 
clari̋y those problems. In the pastĽ they were evaluated mainly in relation to crop 
yield. źmphasis was laid on the in̋luence ő heavy mechanisms that can a̋̋ect soil 
to a depth ő γ0 cm and sometimes even deeperĽ i.e. to ő0 cm or more [11]. 

There̋ore the resolution stressed the importance ő the proper use ő the land 
respectiň the principles and criteria ő sustainable development communicatiň 
the protection ő the quality and quantity ő land. It reminds us that the land 
protection is carried out in the context ő the protection ő environmental 
components and the objective is to stabilize the area and volume ő top quality 
land and prevent its unreasonable withdrawal. It is due an irreversible and 
immediate soil loss over time scales ő hundreds ő years and an increasiň 
phenomenon in the current soil development [1β]. The Ministry ő Ǎriculture ő 
the SR and local state administration bodies carried out the ̌overnment 
manǎement ő land protection. The resolution hǐhlǐhted the role ő monitoriň 
and a comprehensive in̋ormation system on the statusĽ characteristics and 
development ő the land quality. This permanent and ̌overnment supported 
creation ő knowleďe about land was also carried out as an oblǐation to 
contribute to the creation and updatiň ő international documents on land. The 
resolution also ̋ocused on the international intěration in which it is crucial to 
implement the principles applied in the źuropean Union and other international 
principles and rules desǐned ̋or protection and proper land usǎe. By this 
resolution the state land policy was declared clearly de̋iniň the principles and 
priorities ő state related to land as an essential and nonľrenewable natural 
resource and a national wealth and heritǎe ő ̋uture ̌enerations. By acceptiň the 
Principles ő State Land Policy ő the Slovak Republic the żovernment ̋ul̋illed 
the objective to implement initiatives to protect the land resonatiň worldľwide 
but especially comiň ̋rom the źuropean Union. 

As a response to the above mentioned resolution ő the żovernmentĽ the Law no. 
ββ0/β00Ő Coll. [1γ] was the adopted. The concept ő ǎricultural land resources 
has been replaced by ǎricultural land. The law emphasized the protection ő the 
environmental ̋unctions ő ǎricultural landĽ ensuriň the sustainable manǎement 
and useĽ as it was declared in the Principles ő State Land Policy. It de̋ined basic 
lěal conceptsĽ speci̋yiň the ǎricultural land as the production potential land 



Management, Enterprise and Benchmarking in the 21st Century 
BudapestĽ β017 

γ01 

rěistered in the land  rěister such as arable landĽ hop ̋ieldsĽ vineyardsĽ orchardsĽ 
̌ardens and ̌rasslands; the law also de̋ined the concept ő a credit soilľecolǒical 
units (CSźUľin Slovakia re̋erred to as BPźJ) as the classi̋ication and 
identi̋ication ̋ǐure ̋or the quality and value ő productionľecolǒical potential ő 
ǎricultural land in the soil habitat. The law established the oblǐation ő each 
owner or user ő ǎricultural land to protect ǎricultural land ̋rom děradationĽ 
erosionĽ compaction and hazardous materials. It de̋ined the principles ő 
sustainable usǎe ő ǎricultural landĽ its manǎement and protection and lěally 
rěulated the chaňes ő types ő land. In accordance with this lěislation an 
authority ̋or protection ő ǎricultural land issues a decision to chaňe the type ő 
ǎricultural land to nonľǎricultural landĽ ǎricultural land or a̋̋orestation ő 
ǎricultural land. At the same time the principles protectiň ǎricultural land were 
introduced in the case when the land is used ̋or nonľǎricultural purposes. 
Ǎricultural land could only be used ̋or constructions and other nonľǎricultural 
purposes when necessary and in a reasonable scope. It was only possible to 
withdraw ǎricultural land permanently or temporarilyĽ or use ǎricultural land ̋or 
nonľǎricultural purposes ̋or the period ő one year includiň the restoration ő 
land to the orǐinal condition. A permanent withdrawal ő ǎricultural land was 
de̋ined by the law as a permanent chaňe ő  use ő ǎricultural land with a 
permanent chaňe ő the land type in the land rěister. A temporary withdrawal 
was understood as a temporary chaňe in the method ő use ő ǎricultural land 
̋or up to ten years that is reclaimed into orǐinal state. The authorities ő the 
ǎricultural land protection were the Ministry ő Ǎriculture (central body ̋or the 
protection ő ǎricultural land)Ľ Rěional Land Ő̋ice (a coordinator ő 
cooperation with soil services) and District Land Ő̋ice (made decisions in 
particular on the withdrawal ő ǎricultural landĽ imposed ̋ines and cooperated 
with soil services). These authorities carried out prőessional supervision in 
cooperation with the newly established soil servicesĽ oblǐated by law to 
implement surveillance and monitoriň ő ǎricultural landĽ keep an in̋ormation 
database and process proposals ̋or measures and expert opinions in accordance 
with the law. It was possible to impose ̋ines ̋or ő̋enses in the ̋ield ő protection 
ő ǎricultural land. The amount ő the ̋ine was determined based mainly on the 
seriousnessĽ manner and duration ő the ő̋ense and the scope and extent ő  the 
damǎe or threat ő the damǎe caused. A ̋ine was imposed by the authority ̋or 
the protection ő ǎricultural land and the income ̋rom the ̋ines constituted a 
revenue ő the state buďet. źach ő the lěislation which used the institute ő 
contributions ̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural land at the same time also ordered 
a number ő exceptions ̋rom the oblǐation to pay contributions. The exceptions 
related to approximately 70% ő all ǎricultural land withdrawals [1Ő] and thusĽ 
considered by the law makersĽ the contributions became unsystematic and 
undemocraticĽ leadiň to their abolition at the time. On one handĽ the law 
abolished the contributionsĽ on the other handĽ it toǔhened the rules related to the 
ǎricultural land keepiň. The catěories and limit values were ̋ixed relatiň to 
erosionĽ compactionĽ quality ő soil ořanic matterĽ limiň ő ǎricultural landĽ the 



Management, Enterprise and Benchmarking in the 21st Century 
BudapestĽ β017 

γ0β 

limit values ̋or risk substances in ǎricultural landĽ by which we understand the 
value ő maximum permitted levels ő hazardous substances and the level ő 
contamination. The ̋ines were le̋t as the only economic instrument ̋or the 
protection ő ǎricultural land ǎainst its withdrawal and usǎe ̋or other than 
ǎricultural purposes. Adoptiň this approach the lěislature expected a positive 
impact on the owners and users ő ǎricultural land. A reduction ő the state 
buďet income ̋rom missiň payments ̋or withdrawal ő ǎricultural land should 
have been partially ő̋set by increased contributions and taxes ̋rom business 
activities on the occupied land. 

It turned out that the abolition ő contributions ̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural 
land ̋or other than ǎricultural purposes did not produce the e̋̋ect that the 
lěislature expected at the time ő adoption ő the Law no. ββ0/β00Ő Coll.Ľ when 
the contributions were abolished and so ̋ive years a̋ter an amendment to the Law. 
ββ0/β00Ő Coll.Ľ was approvedĽ namely the Law no. β1ř/β00Ř Coll. [1ő]Ľ with the 
e̋̋ect ̋rom January 1Ľ β00ř. This amendment reľintroduced the contributions but 
only ̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural land classi̋ied under the code  CSźU  to 
catěories 1ľŐ. Throǔh the institute ő contributions ̋or the withdrawal ő 
ǎricultural land as a system economic instrument ő the protection ő the best 
quality ǎricultural land the conditions ̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural land ̋or 
nonľǎricultural constructions and other plans became more strict. Another 
positive impact ő payiň contributions was an increased revenue ő the 
̌overnment and thus securiň the ̋inanciň activities ő the Ministry ő 
Ǎriculture ő the Slovak Republic in the ̋orm ő balance between the revenue 
and the expenditure ő the buďet ő the Ministry ő Ǎriculture ő the Slovak 
Republic in the course ő the ̋inancial year. By introduciň ő the contributions 
̋or the withdrawals the lěislator planned to achieve three societyľwide objectivesĽ 
namely to sa̋ěuard and stabilize the area ő the best quality ǎricultural land in 
SlovakiaĽ ̌uidiň  and  i̋ needed  makiň investors ő buildiňs to tařet to sites 
in Slovakia outside the Bratislava and Trnava rěionĽ the land ő in̋erior quality 
(CSźU catěory őľř) and less important ̋or ǎricultural primary productionĽ 
which will lower their contributionsĽ and also to limit their land requirements ̋or 
the necessary extent ő the withdrawal and ̋inally securiň ̋unds ̋or the 
implementation ő certain provisions ő the lawĽ such as activities related to the 
arraňement ő the rěistration ő ǎricultural land in the land rěistry with the 
actual situation in the ̋ield and on the creation ő an in̋ormation system on soils. 
The contributions ̋or permanent or temporary withdrawal ő ǎricultural land was 
to be paid by the one who proposed its use ̋or other than ǎricultural purposes. In 
case ő a permanent withdrawal it was a permanent chaňe in the method ő use ő 
ǎricultural land with a permanent chaňe in the land rěister and in case ő a 
temporary withdrawal it was a temporary chaňe in the method ő use ő 
ǎricultural land ̋or a maximum ő ten years. The land had to be reclaimed into 
the orǐinal condition. The oblǐation to pay contributions concerned also those 
who withdrew ǎricultural land without  the decision  ő the authority ̋or the 
protection ő ǎricultural land. I̋ the contribution was not paid on timeĽ there was 
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an oblǐation to pay a penalty ̋or every commenced day ő the delay amountiň to 
0.ő% ő the unpaid amount. Contributions as well as penalties were the revenue ő 
the state buďet. The law did not speci̋y the amount ő the contributionĽ howeverĽ 
in this rěard the Slovak żovernment Rěulation no. γ76/β00Ř Coll. was adopted 
[16] establishiň the amount ő contribution and the method ő payment. The 
amendment reľdetermined questions relatiň to the exemption ̋rom contributions 
̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural landĽ but only i̋ there was suitable land 
available in the cadastral territory  classi̋ied under the CSźU code in catěory  in 
6ľř. 

Another important amendment to the Law no. ββ0/β00Ő Coll. was the Law no. 
ő7/β01γ Coll. [17]Ľ with e̋̋ect ̋rom April 1Ľ β01γ. The reason ̋or the adoption ő 
the amendment was to adjust the direction and extent ő the institute ő the 
contribution ̋or the withdrawal ő the hǐhest quality ǎricultural land in the 
appropriate cadastral area. The amendment was based on the need to protect the 
hǐhest quality ǎricultural land by the institute ő contributions in the cadastral 
area proportionally on the whole territory ő the Slovak Republic  by individual 
protection ő certain speci̋ic CSźU codes in individual cadastral areas. The 
solution was an updated table ő quality ̌roups (CSźU codes) assǐniň a 
contribution  ̋or the withdrawal ő  ǎricultural land accordiň to the quality ő 
€/m β ̋or each cadastral area within the territory ő the SR. The contributions 
there̋ore had to be paid same like in the current lěislation ̋or each piece ő 
ǎricultural land in Slovakia ̋or all credit classes. A considerable extent ő 
exceptions ̋rom the payment ő the contributions ̋or the withdrawal was 
abolished by the amendment because they accounted approximately 70% ő all 
ǎricultural land withdrawals.  A modi̋ication ő the scope ő exceptions was 
established by the żovernment Rěulation ő the Slovak Republic no. őŘ/β01γ 
Coll. [1Ř]. The rěulation provided in addition to exemption ̋rom the 
contributions and the basic rate ő the payment ̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural 
land and unauthorized ǎricultural land withdrawalĽ the list ő the hǐhest quality 
ǎricultural land in the cadastral territory accordiň to the CSźU codesĽ the 
amount ő contribution paymentĽ the method ő contribution payment and the 
contribution maturity. One ő the exceptions to the payment ő contributions ̋or 
the ǎricultural land withdrawal was the case when a planniň permission was 
issuedĽ as a sǐni̋icant investment in the amount ő at least one billion euros ő the 
investment costs creatiň at least βĽ000 new jobs duriň its implementation. 
Accordiň to the opinion ő the źuropean Commission the existence and 
application ő the exemption ̋rom the contribution payment is an unlaw̋ul State 
aid and distorts competition. The lěislature accepted objections ő the źuropean 
Commission and adopted an amendment to the żovernment Rěulation no. 
őŘ/β01γ Coll.Ľ namely the Rěulation No. γ6γ/β016 Coll. amendiň the Slovak 
Republic żovernment Rěulation no. őŘ/β01γ Coll. [1ř]Ľ leaviň out the ̌iven 
provision ő the law. Contributions ̋or the ǎricultural land withdrawal were only  
incidental revenues and it was not possible to directly a̋̋ect their amount by the 
instruments ő the ministry. The main objective ő the introduction ő the statute 
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ő the contributions ̋or the ǎricultural land withdrawal was the protection ő the 
̋inest ǎricultural land in Slovakia and not the ̋ul̋ilment ő the state buďet 
revenues. The contributions had especially a protective and ̌uidance character. 
MoreoverĽ duriň the economic and ̋inancial crisisĽ investment activities ő most 
potential investors in our country were reduced and the per̋ormance ő these 
revenues sǐni̋icantly stǎnated. In those circumstances the per̋ormance ő the 
income ̋rom the ǎricultural land withdrawal was risky and the Ministry ő 
Ǎriculture and Rural Development ő the Slovak Republic in this period several 
times attempted to reduce respectively abolish the buďetiň ő this incomeĽ but 
due to the economic crisis and its societyľwide impact this was not unacceptable 
by the Slovak Ministry ő Żinance. Rěional Land Ő̋ices and District Land 
Ő̋ices in accordance with the Law no.ββ0/β00Ő Coll. on the protection and use ő 
ǎricultural land and the żovernment Rěulation no. γ76/β00Ř rěulatiň the 
amount and method ő the payment ő contributions ̋or the withdrawal ő 
ǎricultural land reached in β010 revenues ̋rom contributions ̋or the withdrawal 
ő ǎricultural land in the amount ő 1 1β6Ľ671.ř7 € which is řř.βγ%Ľ i.e. 
ő61Ľ1őŘ.γ7 € more in comparison with β00ř [β0]. The revenue ̋rom contributions 
̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural landĽ which in β011 were buďeted in the buďet 
revenue ő the Ő̋ice ő the Ministry ő Ǎriculture and Rural Development ő the 
Slovak Republic has been implemented in accordance with the Law no. ββ0/β00Ő 
Coll. on the protection and use ő ǎricultural land and the żovernment 
Rěulation no. γ76/β00Ř rěulatiň the amount and method ő  the payment ő 
contributions ̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural land by Rěional Land Ő̋ices and 
District Land Ő̋ices. Based on the decisions issued in β011 these authorities 
reached the revenue ̋rom contributions ̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural land in 
the amount ő řŘ0Ľőβ7.7ř €Ľ a decrease ő 1β.ř7%Ľ i.e. 1Ő6Ľ1ŐŐ.1Ř € less 
compared to the previous year β010 [β1]. The revenue ̋rom contributions ̋or the 
withdrawal ő ǎricultural land are indeed rěular incomeĽ but at the same time 
they are unstable in their amount as evidenced by the amount ő income ̋rom the 
contributions ő Rěional Land Ő̋ices and District Land Ő̋ices in β01β in the 
amount ő  β ŘŘřĽřβ0.0γ € which is compared to β011 an increase ő 1řŐ.7γ%Ľ i.e. 
1 ř0řĽγřβ.βŐ € [ββ]. In β01γĽ district land ő̋ices reached an income ő 1 
0γőĽ0Ő6.7ř € and there̋ore compared with the previous year it decreased by 
6Ő.1Ř%Ľ i.e. 1 ŘőŐĽŘ7γ.βŐ € [βγ]. Żor a period ő ̋ive years ̋rom the 
reintroduction ő contributions ̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural landĽ i.e. ̋rom 
β00ř throǔh β01γ the real income ̋rom the contributions reached  the amount ő 
6 őř7Ľ6Ř0.1Ř €. At present it is impossible to precisely quanti̋y the amount ő 
these revenues because these are in̋luenced by various ̋actors such as the number 
ő applicants ̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural landĽ raňe and quality ő soilĽ 
which will be withdrawn. There̋oreĽ the reasonable estimate is mainly based on 
the actual implementation ő these revenues in previous years. In the dra̋t ő the 
buďet ̋or β01Ő and β01őĽ these revenues were buďeted in the  Ministry ő 
Ǎriculture and Rural Development ő the Slovak Republic ̋or both years in the 
amount ő ő0ŐĽ1γ0 €. The dra̋t buďetĽ howeverĽ in those years counted on the 
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buďetary unmatched saviňsĽ which represented an increase in revenue ̋rom 
contributions ̋or the withdrawal ő ǎricultural land due to the cancellation ő a 
sǐni̋icant number ő exceptions ̋rom the duty to pay the contributions by 1 
million € compared to the amount ő the revenues buďeted in the dra̋t buďet 
[βŐĽ βő]. 

3.1 Shrinkage of agricultural land in Slovakia 

The development ő the structure ő land resources in recent decades in Slovakia 
is characterized by a sǐni̋icant loss ő ǎricultural land in connection with the 
intensive construction activities and reduciň the importance ő ̋armiň to the 
total ̌ross domestic product. 

Since 1řő0 there has been a decrease ő more than γŘ0Ľ000 ha ő ǎricultural land. 
The reason ̋or this phenomenon is the pre̋erence ő technical and economic 
bene̋its ő ǎricultural land  withdrawal ̋or capital construction activities [βő]. 

 
Żǐure 1 

The area ő ǎricultural land withdrawal in the period β007ľβ01ő (ha) 

As demonstrated in Żǐure 1 the bǐ̌est ǎricultural land withdrawal in Slovakia 
was rěistered in β00Ř. This year was exceptional because  it was the last year 
when the contributions ̋or the ǎricultural land withdrawal were not paid. Żor the 
period ő nine yearsĽ i.e. ̋rom β007 to β01ő  a total ő 1őĽ1Ő1.Ő0 ha ő ǎricultural 
land was withdrawn. 
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Żǐure β 

The area ő ǎricultural land withdrawal in the period β007ľβ01ő (ha) accordiň to CSźU 

In β00ŘĽ the most ő ǎricultural landĽ i.e. βő% was withdrawn in the quality ̌roup 
6Ľ representiň 1Ľ1őβ.Őř ha. On the other handĽ the least ő ǎricultural landĽ i.e. 
Ő% ő the total was withdrawn in the quality ̌roup 1Ľ  representiň 1ŘŘ.řŐ ha. In 
the quality  ̌roups 1ľŐĽ 1Ľ611.γŘ ha was withdrawn and  in the quality ̌roups őľřĽ  
γĽ0γŘ.0Ő ha ő ǎricultural  land was withdrawn. 
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Żǐure γ 

The area ő ǎricultural land withdrawal in the period β007ľβ01ő (ha) accordiň to purpose 

The results show that only βŘ.Ř0% ő ǎricultural land was withdrawn ̋or housiň 
purposesĽ ̋ollowed by industry β1.Řβ% and transportation 1ő.6β%. InterestiňlyĽ 
the ǎricultural land withdrawal ̋or the purpose ő settiň up solar power plants in 
the years β007ľβ01ő represented 1Ľ0ř7.γř hectaresĽ while the hǐhest amount ő 
withdrawals was recorded in β010Ľ representiň Řř.7ř% ő the total area ő the 
withdrawn area. The reason why the hǐhest amount ő withdrawals was recorded 
in β010 was the ̋act that the state běan providiň subsidies ̋or photovoltaic 
power plants in this year. In this caseĽ an economic instrument did not play any 
decisive role in protectiň ǎricultural land. 

Conclusions 

Ǎricultural land in Slovakia is mainly privately ownedĽ but it is also a natural 
resource which should be ő mutual interest. Żor this reasonĽ the land needs to be 
protected ̋or ̋uture ̌enerations. Żundamental lěal chaňes have been made in 
the ̋ield ő protection ő ǎricultural land in recent years. Based on the Law no. 
ββ0/β00Ő Coll. on the protection and use ő ǎricultural land contributions ̋or the 
withdrawal ő ǎricultural land ̋or construction activities and other nonľ
ǎricultural usǎe were abolished. Research results have shown that this chaňe in 
lěislation was not positiveĽ since it has not provided sű̋icient protection ő the 
top quality ǎricultural land. CurrentlyĽ the most ǎricultural land is beiň 
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withdrawn ̋or the purpose ő housiňĽ ̋ollowed by industry and transportation. 
Haviň studied the period ő the application ő the lawĽ which abolished  the 
contributions as an economic instrument ̋or the protection ő ǎricultural land and 
the reintroduction period ő the contributions it can be stated that  hǐher loss ő 
ǎricultural land occurred at a time when the contributions as an economic tool ̋or 
the protection ő ǎricultural land were not used. We believe that one way ő 
protectiň ǎricultural land ǎainst the děradation throǔh its withdrawal ̋or 
other than ǎricultural purposes is the ̋ull use ő economic instruments. These 
includeĽ in addition to the contributionsĽ taxesĽ ̋ees and chařes. They apply in 
two main ̌roups ő paymentsĽ payments ̋or environmental pollution and 
payments ̋or the use ő natural resources. 
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