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Summary 
Kravhcuk I. I., Dr., assoc. prof. 

Zhytomyr National Agroecological University 
 

DEVELOPMENT OF RURAL TERRITORIES IS IN CONTEXT OF 
BECOMING OF RURAL SOCIETY 

 
Based on an analysis of methodological approaches to term nu “rural areas” 

identified the factors that affect the manifestation of symptoms of rural society. An 
analytical study of trends of development and current status of rural areas under the 
influence of demographic, environmental, economic, cultural and service components 
of the rural society. These features form a comprehensive assessment criteria for rural 
areas in the process of state programs of rural development, rural areas. 

Key words: rural areas, rural society, demographic, prostarnstvennye, 
economic, environmental, socio-cultural factors of development, assessment criteria 
for Rural Development. 

 – ., . 


