
Н а у к о в и й  в і с н и к  Н Г У ,  2 0 1 0 ,  №  7 – 8  99

Е К О Л О Г І Ч Н А  Б Е З П Е К А ,  О Х О Р О Н А  П Р А Ц І

,
,

,  26,58; 25,71 
 34,28%,  28%. 

, -
-

, -
, . -

-
-

. , -

.
-
-

.

 ( -
 10–20 ),

, -
,

, . . -
, -

-
. ,  3 -

 15 ,
 46,6 . 3 , -

,
160 . ,

,
.

-
.

-
, -

 30%. -
 (

-
)

48 . .
 38,43 . .

1. -  – -
-

-
 / . ., . ., . .

.// . . . – 1998. – 3. – 
. 55–58. 

2.
 / . ., . .,

. . . // . . . – 2002. – 
5. – . 177–180. 

3. . ., . ., . .

 // . – 2009. – 6. – . 26–30. 

’

, -
. -

, -

,
. , -

 28%. 
: , ,

, ,

As a preventive measure of improvement of industrial 
complex water objects condition on target it has been of-
fered to clear additionally sewage of tailing pit by flota-
tion, with using a bubble-film extractor of impurity. Bio-
logical testing of the cleared sewage by growth test the re-
sults of which were compared with results of similar test 
of the water taken from the input and the exit of tailing pit 
has been held. It has been established, that phytotoxicity of 
the cleared water decreases on the average by 28 %. 
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THE INFLUENCE OF ANTHROPOGENIC LOADS
OF THE COAL INDUSTRY ON THE ENVIRONMENT 
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The list of major sources of pollution of the coal in-
dustry has been made. Their quantitative and qualitative 
analysis has been held. Negative factors of anthropogenic 
load of coal industry have been analyzed. 

Keywords: environment, coal mining, pollution, 
analysis, anthropogenic load 
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ESTIMATION OF DUST RESPIRATORY PROTECTIVE
DEVICES EFFICIENCY 
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