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Annotation 

Smentyna N.V. Assessing the impact of strategic measures on the regional socio-

economic development. – Article. 

The article presents the results of assessing the impact of strategic measures on the 

regional socio-economic development. The author shows impact of changes in the 

amount of indicators, which are taken as background information for the complex 

integral indicator of the effectiveness, on the final evaluation result. As an alternative to 

a comprehensive assessment it proposes t  use the method of dynamic normative, given 

the opportunity to determine with its help the level of regional socio-economic systems’ 

development without capturing information about the changes in the main indicators 

from other regions. 
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