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EFFICIENCY OF APPLICATION EUROPEAN INFORMATION  
SOCIETY DEVELOPMENT MODELS  

 
 
The article revealed the role and importance of the information society for Ukraine 

and other countries. In particular, the authors studied the European experience im-
plementing advanced information and communication technologies. 

Found that Sweden pays great attention to the development of the industry, includ-
ing in the area of regulatory design software industry. As the main objectives in this 
regard the Swedish government declares the need for conservation and sustainable 
effect comprehensive access to the benefits of the information society. 

As for Austria, it is an example of a state which is a relatively scarce resource devel-
opment and competitive potential managed to find its own niche in the global division 
of labor is through information technology. 

In the area of e-government Austria traditionally leads the way. However, as em-
phasized by national experts, it is much inferior to Germany in constitutional and legal 
regulation of ICT, but shows much better performance according to research by the 
EU «Comparative evaluation of e-government». 

It should be noted that today a country like Poland just embarked on the infor-
mation society. This is assumed that this mentality is close to our country and, there-
fore, its experience may be particularly effective on Ukrainian soil. 

Thus the effectiveness of European models of information society development is a 
actual topic. 

Keywords: information, information society, model development, information and 
communication technology, experience, implementation strategy, electronic sources. 
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