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SOCIAL-ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF UKRAINIAN VILLAGE
The problem. Among the actual problem of social-economic development of village the great place belongs to creation of comfortable condition of work and life of its habitants.
For the last years at state level pays more and more attention to such category as “territorial ambiance” in which lives the rural population. Thus problems of the rural population, their works and life begin to consider in the context of the development of a territorial ambiance. However, the current singularity conceptualization of the territorial human activity’s essence on the background of economic and social priorities continues to be still in secondary positions.
The degree of problems research. Treatises of famous Ukrainian scientists such as: V.H. Andriychuk, O.M. Borodina, O.H. Bulavko, V.P. Horovyi, L.V. Moldavan, I.V. Prokopa, M.K. Orlatyi, V.K. Tereshchenko, K.I .Yakuba and others are dedicated in particular to problems of social development of rural settlements and village general.
The aim of research is to highlight the problems of socio-economic development of rural settlements, social infrastructure and ways to its solving.
The main material. By concentrating the focus on the problems of agricultural production, the government rightly worries about employment and income growth of rural population and their welfare. Of course, this approach is right and necessary, but, in our opinion, it solves the village's problem only partially. Today agricultural producers leave aside the issue of rural areas’ social development. As a rule, miserable funds for this purpose in local budgets don’t affect to the territorial creation processes in rural areas. Thus, today in village there is an acute situation: "the manufacturer does not want, the community does not able", which increasingly manifest in the conflict form [4]. The combination of functions of a land owner and property, manager and direct executer of all works in the individual subsidiary plots or family farm stimulates an interest in obtaining the final results. The small form of activities, which were mentioned before, gives an opportunity to significantly save costs associated with the organization and management of production processes. Since their revenues don’t set apart to income and wages, there is scope to maneuver between accumulation and consumption, which have no other form of entrepreneurship. The benefits of personal and family farms are that in a production on demand can also participate their disabled members: seniors, teens, and it is contributing maneuvering labor during seasonal work and in adverse weather conditions. These forms of activities guarantee employment for young heirs contribute to their formation, they naturally inherent ecological functions, because the individual subsidiary plots and the family farm are also a place of work and area of residence of their owner.
Consequently, these and other advantages of small family-type forms of activities didn't descended from the historical arena, as it was predicted by the representatives of the classical schools of the capitalist economic system, but, as it was noted continues to dominate in most world countries [9].
In due time academician I.I. Lukinov warned that it is prohibited to ignore the coherence and unity of the size and structure of the economy with nature and the qualitative characteristics of the owner (private or collective). Main hopes of creation a genuine proprietor and a private owner are relied to farms [6].
Because of the crisis socio-economic situation and also the lack of government support for social improvement settlement network, it is almost impossible to go to the model of rational satisfaction the interests of the rural population [2].
Formation and functioning of social and economic policy in the country is extremely difficult now, even for such highly intensive area as Cherkaschyna (Table):
- quantitative and qualitative parameters of demographic processes continue to deteriorate, mortality is increasing, fertility is reducing, a significant part of settlements lost its reproductive potential forever;
- the destruction of the settlement network occurs, their structural relationship becomes worse, the functional identity of small inhabited locality gets lost;
- an employment is reducing, a labor potential is decreasing, an unemployment and migration are increasing;
- wages in the agricultural sector continues to be lower than its average level in the region;
- a social infrastructure of rural areas is declining and crumbling, a number of social services are reducing [11].
The destructive processes of a social infrastructure are mainly connected with almost constant ignoring of the development of social environment in rural areas by the government and with lack of consistent government policy on financial revenues to local budgets [3].

Table
Main indicators of social and economic situation in the Cherkasy region per capita in 2000-2012

	
	Рік

	
	2000
	2005
	2010
	2012

	Gross Regional Product (at current prices), UAH
	2203
	6681
	12404
	21082

	Agricultural production (at constant 2010 prices), UAH.
	4574
	6120
	9086
	11019

	The volume of commissioned housing (per 10000 people), m2 of total area
	979
	1125
	1110,7
	1033,3

	Per 1 000 available population:
	
	
	
	

	· born, persons
	7,5
	7,7
	9,7
	10,1

	· dead, persons
	17,4
	18,6
	16,9
	16,2

	· natural increase (+, -)
	–9,9
	–10,9
	–7,2
	–6,1

	· number of retired, persons
	322
	339
	332
	336

	· number of disabled, persons
	83
	79
	69
	68

	Housing, m2 total area per capita - in general               including in rural areas
	20,1
27,6
	25,0
29,6
	26,2
31,2
	26,7
32,6

	Per 10 thousands:
· number of pupils of comprehensive schools, persons
	1404
	1176
	969
	879

	· number of students of university with I-IV accreditation levels, persons
	285
	426
	419
	365

	· number of doctors of all specialties, persons  
	39,1
	38,2
	38,7
	38,0

	· number of hospital beds, units
	90,9
	90,1
	89,6
	85,2

	Incidence (per 100 thousand)
	87921
	84337
	82602
	73187

	Share of total area equipped,%
	
	
	
	

	plumbing
	10,0
	19,6
	25,4
	26,7

	canalization 
	15,2
	18,4
	24,2
	25,5

	heating system
	32,1
	38,7
	48,5
	50,3

	hot water
	5,1
	6,4
	10,7
	12,9

	gas
	85,7
	86,1
	86,4
	85,6

	baths
	13,5
	16,2
	21,9
	23,3


* Data of the Main Statistical Office in Cherkasy region for the respective years.

Today 46,5% from the general quantity of villages don’t have the mandatory for every village medical assistant (obstetric) point. Only 31,2% of villages are provided with child care centers, schools – 48,7%, culture clubs – 57,8%. The public services are almost completely reduced in rural areas.
Problems of development of housing and communal services, its engineering maintenance and improvement aren't solved in the most part of a rural settlement network.
It is generally accepted that the attraction of inhabitancy in rural areas for population is now lost, especially for young people. Today there is an urgent need to develop the state target program of development of the Ukrainian village for the period up to 2020, which should orient to sustainable economic growth and socio-economic development of the area through the mechanism of restructuring the social and economic relations in the agro-industrial complex. Sustainable demographic processes are the most important part a social policy in countryside [7; 11].
There are main areas of the formation of social infrastructure, as a set of structural elements rural areas, for providing the proper conditions of work and rest to rural population and creating a comfortable living environment, such as:
- decentralization of state administrative functions in behalf of local government, providing a real self-government at the level of local communities through legislative and financial settlement of local budgeting and monitoring their implementation;
- conduct continuous certification of villages, processing priorities of social development at the level of each administrative-territorial unit;
- development and implementation of appropriate legal and regulatory base, unified standards and norms of social services, the argument of the financial mechanism for the formation of local budgets and guarantee the participation of the state in the social development of rural areas;
- creation a real sphere of municipal ownership of local communities, its organic combination with public and private property in the social environment in rural areas;
- processing and organization executing the programs of socio-economic and cultural development of territories  with their coordination at the local, regional and national levels with the real financial abilities;
- activation to fundraising at a voluntary base from an enterprises, institutions and organizations to the developing processes in rural social sector etc.
Conclusions. The state should recognize farmers as hosts on its territory. Rural areas, with the exception of land social purpose, must be transferred to rural communities (village council). The owners of the land can only be individuals who are directly engaged in the countryside and agriculture.
There is a necessity in programs of rational usage of each local territory, which will be accepted by village and district councils. The development of intensive and relatively the labor-intensive agricultural productions will be priority.
A considerable issue of national importance is the formation for Ukrainian citizens the cult of prestige of peasant labor, the regardful ratio unto a villager as a creator of wealth. For this purpose it is necessary at first to provide an appropriate level of wages and social protection of rural population.
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Обґрунтовано  багатогранність сутності відродження, поселенської мережі, соціальної інфраструктури. Виявлена об’єктивна необхідність соціального відродження села, обґрунтовано вплив власності в АПК на соціальні процеси як економічної основи формування відносин на селі. Здійснена економічна оцінка здатності українського селянства до відтворення. Досліджено демографічну ситуацію в сільській місцевості та її вплив на підвищення економічної активності селян, проаналізовано економічні й організаційні фактори відродження села, розкрито особливості розвитку різноукладності на селі та її наслідки. Визначені основні напрямами формування соціальної інфраструктури як сукупності структурних елементів сільських поселень. 
Ключові слова: соціальна інфраструктура, відродження, сільське поселення, розвиток, довкілля, територія, демографічна ситуація. 

Обоснованно многообразие сущности возрождения, поселенской сети, социальной инфораструктуры. Определена объективная необходимость социального возрождения  села, обосновано влияние собственности в АПК на социальные  процессы как экономической основы формирования отношений на селе. Осуществлена экономическая оценка способности украинского крестьянства к воспроизводству. Исследовано демографическую ситуацию в сельской местности  и ее влияние на повышение экономической активности крестьян, проанализировано экономические и организационные факторы возрождения села, раскрыто особенности развития многоукладности на селе и ее последствия. Определены основные направления формирования социальной инфраструктуры как совокупности структурных элементов сельских поселений.
Ключевые слова: социальная инфраструктура, возрождение, сельское поселение, развитие, окружающая среда, территория, демографическая ситуация.

The manifold of an essence of a revival, a settlement network and a social infrastructure were substantiated. An objective necessity of social revival of the village was defined. The influence of property in an agro-industrial complex on social processes as a basis for the formation of economic relations in the countryside was substantiated. The economic assessment of the ability of the Ukrainian peasantry to reproduction was implemented.
The demographic situation in rural areas and its impact to the increase in economic activity of peasants was investigated. Economic and institutional factors of village revival were analyzed. The peculiarities of multiculturalism’s development in the village and its consequences were disclosed. The main directions of the formation of social infrastructure as a set of structural elements of the rural settlements were determined.
Key words: social infrastructure, revival, rural settlement, development, environment, territory, demographic situation.
