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We carried out socio-economic evaluation of basic and aggregate indicators – protection of living standards, demographic and infrastructure indicators, providing human and intellectual resources, income, housing and transport provision and the level of unemployment. Types of rural settlements are established by the number of inhabitants. Indexes are determined for the integrated (basic) and aggregate indicators of social and economic development of rural settlements Ivanivka village council of Vinnytsia district of Vinnytsia region, the level and conditions of socio-economic development of rural areas during 2012–2014 are set.
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Formulation of the problem. The issue of integrated (social, economic, environmental) assessment of agrosphere areas (rural areas, villages, rural settlements, etc.) is not justified in the scientific literature, particularly for diagnostic prospects of rural development based on their research potential, namely – social, economic and environmental aspects.
The authors wrote a number of scientific publications, concerning issue of complex monitoring namely – general questions of research components of agrosphere [16], studying the characteristics and types of potential of rural areas [17, 18] and theoretical aspects of scientific and methodical approaches to socio-economic and ecological monitoring and their assessment [15].
Analysis of the last researches and publications. Modern scientists such as Bilynska M., Baldych N., Berdanova O., Grinchuk N. work at assessment and forecasting development of areas and demographic forecasting [1]; Vlasenko N. and Libanova E. engage in complex demographic forecasting in Ukraine until 2050 and the development of socio-demographic policy [9, 10]; Pidgornyi A. works at demographic statistics [13]; economic assessment and forecasting is a subject of learning of Bilynska M., Sharov Yu., Bobrowska O., Latynin M. [2]; the works of V. Mamonov devoted to prediction in planning economic and social development areas [11]; problematic aspects of development of Ukrainian villages are shown in scientific papers of Furdychko O., Palapa N. etc. [21]; assessments of agrosphere of villages on indicators of sustainable development  is engaged by Klymenko L. [8]; socio-economic development of villages and rural areas – by Tereschenko V., Layka P. [19]; socio-economic and environmental development of area – by Prischepa A., Klimenko L. [14]; principles of sustainable development, social and socio-ecological evaluation of rural settlements are shown in the works of Melnyk L., Boholiub V. [12].
Socio-economic assessment is methodologies and guidelines for: measuring human development of regions in Ukraine (2001); certification of rural areas (2011); formation of economic mechanism ecosafety agricultural land usage (2012); monitoring and evaluation of programs of development of small and medium enterprises (approach involving stakeholders) (2013); calculation of index of socio-economic and environmental development of the area (2009).
Aim is definition of indexes for integrated (basic) and aggregate indicators of social and economic development of rural settlements of Ivanivka village council Vinnytsia district Vinnytsia region to establish the level and condition of socio-economic development of rural areas. 

Tasks are socio-economic evaluation of basic and aggregate indicators – protection of living standards, demographic and infrastructure indicators, providing human and intellectual resources, income, housing and transport provision and the level of unemployment; definition the types of villages and definition of integrated indicators of socio-economic development of rural areas Ivanivka village council of Vinnytsia district. 

An object – the level and condition of socio-economic development of rural areas.
A subject is socio-economic indicator of rural areas. 

Results of the research. Vinnytsia region is located in the center of Vinnitsia district located in the South Western part of Ukraine within the Transnistrian and Podollia hills. Area of Vinnytsya district is 95,5 thousand hectares, which is 3,6% of the Vinnytsia region. It borders with Lypovetsk, Nemyriv, Tyvriv, Zhmerynka, Lityn, and Kalynivka regions.
The climate is temperate continental. The average temperature of the warmest month July is + 18 0C ‑ + 20 0C, the coldest is in January – 4 0C – 6 0C below zero. Average annual precipitation is 590–650 mm. In cold season it (November–March) falls 155–205 mm in the warm period – 435–445 mm of rain.
Among the range of diversity of the soils in the region we can classify ashed mid- and heavy loamy on loess, dark gray-ashed heavy loamy and gray-forest soils on loess. Stocks of humus range from 3,4 to 4,3 % [4].

According to population density [20] of Vinnitsia district Vinnytsia region, we can see that the population density in the center area is high (101–200 inhabitants per 1 m2), and in the southern part of the area is average (51–100 inhabitants per 1 m2).

The level of interregional migration in Vinnytsia district is favorable (-0,9‑(- 0,5) increase or decrease of the population in 1000). Natural population movement of Vinnitsa district is average (-8,1‑(-9,0) per 1000 inhabitants). Since the level of employment of Vinnytsia district is reference (60,1–70,0 % of the total number of population aged 15–70 years), and the unemployment rate is favorable (7,1–10,0 % of the total number of population 15–70 years).
Supply of Vinnytsia district housing is reference level (2001–3030 m2 of total area for person).

Economic losses from emergencies of natural and technogenic character in Vinnytsia district is reference level (0–0,10 % to widenation level).

The average long-term ecological dependent of health among the population in Vinnytsia district has a favorable level (16,1–18,0 % to its highest possible level). Mortality in Vinnytsia district is on a favorable level (0,76–1,15 – average number of deaths from all causes per 100 000 people).

Urbanized load in Vinnytsia region is moderate (41–60 points), only in the south-eastern areas of the district is weak (21–40 points).

Industrial level of Vinnytsia district Vinnytsia region is highly industrialized. Agricultural development of land in the south-eastern part of Vinnitsa district is favorable (76–85 in the general area of districts, %) and in the north-west is satisfactory (61–75 in the general area of districts, %).
Socio-economic development of area of Vinnytsia region is high (15,1 and more), and in the southern part of the region is average (with integral indicators 3,6–7,0). Economic development of land in Vinnytsia region is average (40–60 % of the total area).

The territorial concentration of production in Vinnytsia region has a high territorial concentration assessment (by integral indicators C.t.c. 10–18).

Due to rating places of the human development index (which consists of demographic development, labor market development, material well-being, living conditions of the population, and state health, education, social environment, financing human development ecosituation) Vinnytsa district of Vinnytsia region ranks 6th place in Ukraine (among 27 regions).
During the evaluation of socio-economic development of villages Ivanivka and Tsvizhyn of Vinnytsia district Vinnytsia region for 2012–2014 years, authors used the guidelines on calculating the index of socio-economic and environmental development area (Prischepa A., Klimenko L. 2009) [14] .

Analytical study of socio-economic development of rural areas (further–RA) is a system of indicators of district and local statistical reports, which are combined into aggregated social and economic indicators.

The group of social aggregates includes demographic, infrastructural, safety standards of living, availability of human and intellectual resources. A group of economic aggregates included the income, housing and transportation, unemployment.
Evaluation of socio-economic development of RA included three main levels of assessment and aggregation parameters: first – assesses basic informative statistical indicators that characterize the level of socio-economic subsystem of RA; second – aggregated indicators that were calculated from multiple base and described the status of related socio-economic group subsystem of RA; third – integrated indicators are calculated on the basis of a number of aggregates and characterized the state of socio-economic development of subsystems of RA.

Between indexes (indicators) at all levels only vertically subordinated bonds exist.

The vast majority of indicators related to positive, i.e. their increase improves the socio-economic situation of RA, but there are negative indicators, which quantify the growth worsens subsystems of RA.
Bringing of basic indicators of different types to form normalized was performed by formulas [1, 2]:
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Grade «0» means the loss of social and economic importance of the indicator, and grade «1» characterizes its sufficient development in which there is a need only to maintain the current level in the community.

In this case the maximum N (max) positive and minimum N (min) negative we should take the values of basic indicators that match the best in the RA standards offered by scientists.

Assessment of demographic indicators characterizing the demographic and migration processes in RA was performed on a scale of  their typing (O. Kyrychok, 2002), according to which they are divided into the following settlement such as small village, the middle village, large settlements (table 1).

According to statistics of Vinnytsia region, by type of settlement, [4] village Ivanivka refers to the small villages that counts from 101 to 200 people, and village Tsvizhyn is a large settlement, which counts from 501 to 1000.

Тable 1. Typification of villages by the number of inhabitants (Кyrychok О., 2002)
	Type of settlement
	Number of inhabitants, people
	% from total amounts of settlement
	% from total amounts of inhabitants
	Demographic situation
	Notes

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	Small villages (hamlet)
	Till 10
	35
	6
	Very bad
	80 % of small villages are endangered villages, the social sector is in decline

	
	11–25
	
	
	Very bad
	

	
	26–50
	
	
	Very bad
	

	
	51–100
	
	
	Bad
	

	
	101–200
	
	
	Partly satisfactory
	

	Middle villages
	200–500
	25
	14
	Satisfactory and bad
	Commuting between town and country

	Large settlements
	501–1000
	40
	80
	Satisfactory and average
	Model settlements with dominated employment in the agriculture, develop-ed social sphere

	
	1001–2000
	
	
	
	

	
	2001–3000
	
	
	
	

	
	3001–5000
	
	
	
	

	
	Over 5000
	
	
	Satisfactory and average
	Increased commuting between town and village


The level of socio-economic development (further–LSED) base lines is estimated two-pronged interpretation: Scale I: 1 – very low, 2 – low, 3 – average, 4 – high, 5 – very high, scale II: 1 – critical, 2 – menacing, 3 – satisfactory, 4 – favorable, 5 – reference.

Output LSED of village Ivanivka and Tsvizhyn Ivanivka village council of Vinnytsia district [3–7] is presented in table 2.
Table 2. Definition index of integrated indicators (on base) of social and economic development in villages Ivanivka andTsvizhyn of Ivanivka village council of Vinnytsia district

	Compo-nents of development
	Indicators
	Village Ivanivka

Basic indicators / Normative values
	Village Tsvizhyn

Basic indicators / Normative values

	
	
	2012
	2013
	2014
	n
	2012
	2013
	2014
	n

	Safety of living standard
	The number of victims of the accident, % of population
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5

	
	Number of disabled people, 10 thousand people
	6 / 5
	6 / 5
	6 / 5
	6 / 5
	2 / 5
	2 / 5
	0 / 5
	1,3 / 5

	
	Factor of crime to 100 thousand people
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5

	Demographic
	Number of population, people
	594 / 3
	604 / 3
	590 / 3
	596 / 3
	178 / 1
	182 / 1
	178 / 1
	179,3 /

	
	Fertility, per 1000 people
	3 / 1
	5 / 1
	5 / 1
	4,3 / 1
	2 / 1
	2 / 1
	0 / 1
	1,3 / 1

	
	Mortality per 1000  people
	5 / 5
	9 / 5
	19 / 3
	11 / 4
	4 / 5
	4 / 5
	3 / 5
	3,6 / 5

	
	Natural increase per 1,000 people
	-2 / 1
	-4 / 1
	-14 / 1
	-6,6 / 1
	-2 / 1
	-2 / 1
	-3 / 1
	-2,3 / 1

	
	Mechanical increase per 1, 000 people
	+21 / 5
	+14 / 5
	0 / 3
	11,6 / 5
	-1 / 1
	+6 / 5
	+3 / 5
	+2,6 / 5

	
	Type the age structure of 1–14 years, % of population
	18 / 1
	20 / 1
	20 / 1
	19,3 / 1
	14 / 1
	18 / 1
	29 / 1
	20,3 / 1

	Infrast-ructure
	Village council
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2

	
	Educational establishments
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2

	
	Kindergartens
	0 / 1
	0 / 1
	0 / 1
	0 / 1
	0 / 1
	0 / 1
	0 / 1
	0 / 1

	
	Hospitals
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2

	
	Shops
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2

	
	Post offices
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2

	
	Companies of life
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2

	
	Private sector
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2

	Ensuring of  human and intellec-tual resour-ces
	Part of the employment population, % of population
	55 / 5
	51 / 4
	58 / 5
	54,8 / 5
	53 / 4
	46 / 3
	53 /4
	50,6 / 4

	
	The level of tuberculosis per 100 thousand population
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2
	1 / 2

	
	The number of pupils, % of the population
	11 / 1
	13 / 1
	13 / 1
	12,3 / 1
	10 / 1
	12 / 1
	13 / 1
	11,6 / 1

	Income
	Income of local budget, thousand UAH / person 
	325 / 1
	315 / 1
	339 / 1
	326,3 / 3
	325 / 1
	315 / 1
	339 / 1
	326,3 / 3

	
	personal income, UAH.
	1266 / 3
	1266 / 3
	1266 / 3
	1266 / 3
	629 / 2
	629 / 2
	629 / 2
	629 / 2

	Housing and transport services
	Provision of housing m2 per person
	19 / 5
	18,5 / 5
	20 / 5
	19, 2 / 5
	21 / 5
	20,5/ 5
	21 / 5
	20,8 / 5

	
	Transport services, the number of routes
	6 / 3
	6 / 3
	6 / 3
	6 / 3
	5 / 3
	5 / 3
	5 / 3
	5 / 3

	
	Distance to the district center, km
	16 / 4
	16/4
	16/4
	16/4
	23 / 4
	23 / 4
	23 / 4
	23 / 4

	Unemp-loyment
	Has the unemployment rate, % of the working population
	4 / 4
	4 / 4
	5 / 4
	4,3 / 4
	0 / 5
	1 / 5
	0 / 5
	0 / 5


Comparing the indicators of safety living standard in villages Ivanivka and Tsvizhyn with norms we can note very high (reference) LSED of these settlements.

Demographics in villages Ivanivka has an average (satisfactory) LSED and village Tsvizhyn has the lowest (menacing) LSED.

For infrastructure of villages Ivanivka and Tsvizhyn have low socio-economic standards (menacing) LSED.

Ensuring human and intellectual resources for parameters, village Ivanivka has a high (favorable), and Tsvizhyn has  an average (satisfactory) LSED.

Income of these RA on the set of indicators are lower (menacing) for future material well-being.

For indicators housing and transport services villages Ivanivka and Tsvizhyn are characterized as high (favorable) LSED.
Unemployment rate indicates that village Ivanivka has the percentage of unemployed on standards of diagnosis of the socio-economic condition are diagnosed as favorable, in the village Tsvizhyn – as a reference.

So LSED in village Ivanivka and Tsvizhyn, according to the norms in general, has satisfactory (average) level of future development.

Following the evaluation LSED of villages Ivanivka and Tsvizhyn of Ivanivka village council Vinnytsia district for 2012–2014 years, it is found that the RA have satisfactory (average) LSED.
Comprehensive assessment of socio-economic development (further–CASED) of RA considered subsystems of aggregated demographic and socio-economic indicators: safety of living standards such as number of victims of disasters and accidents, the number of disabled people, the crime rate; demographic situation in the RA fertility, mortality, natural growth, age structure types. Infrastructure includes data on the presence in the RA village councils, educational institutions, kindergartens, medical and commercial establishments, enterprises of life, the private sector and state levels of electrification, gasification, water supply and sewerage; availability of human and intellectual resources – the proportion of the working population, the incidence of tuberculosis, the number of students; social and economic – of local budgets, individual income; transport and housing services, transportation, the distance to the region center; existing unemployment.
Assessment of CASED territory RA was executed by calculating the normalized parameters in a scale from 0 to 1 using max and min values and their fluctuations within the area, or according to the norms [14]. The calculation results are presented in table 3.
To assess the condition of social and economic subsystems it is recommended to use unified assessment scale: 1,0–0,8 – reference condition; 0,8–0,6 – favorable; 0,6–0,4 – satisfactory; 0,4–0,2 – menacing; 0,2–0 – critical.

Table 3. Definition of aggregates  indicators of socio-economic development in villages Ivanivka and Tsvizhyn Ivanivka village council of Vinnytsia district

	Compo-nents of develop-ment
	Indicators
	Village Ivanivka
Ni  / Xi
	Village Tsvizhyn
Ni  / Xi
	In district

	
	
	2012
	2013
	2014
	2012
	2013
	2014
	max
	min

	Safety of living standard
	Number of victims of disasters and accidents, % of population
	0 / 1,14
	0 / 1,14
	0 / 1,14
	0 / 1,14
	0 / 1,14
	0 / 1,14
	80
	10

	
	Number of disabled people, 10 thousand people
	6 / 1,01
	6 / 1,01
	6 / 1,01
	2 / 1,03
	2 / 1,03
	0 / 1,14
	300
	10

	
	Crime rate per 100 thousand people
	0 / 2,8
	0 / 2,8
	0 / 2,8
	0 / 2,8
	0 / 2,8
	0 / 2,8
	420
	270

	Aggregate indicator
	1,47
	1,47
	1,47
	1,48
	1,48
	1,53
	-
	-

	Demogra-phic
	Number of population, people
	594 / 0,067
	604 / 0,068
	590 / 0,067
	178/ 0,0040
	182 / 0,0042
	178 / 0,0048
	6780
	146

	
	Fertility per 1000 people
	5,05 / 0,16
	8,23 / 0,27
	8,47 / 0,28
	11,24 / 0,37
	10,98 / 0,36
	5,62 / 0,18
	30
	0

	
	Mortality per  1000 people
	8,42 / 0,820
	14,9 / 0,600
	32,2 / 0,026
	22,5 / 0,35
	21,97 / 0,37
	16,9 / 0,54
	33
	3

	
	Natural increase per 1000 people
	-3,36 / 0,6
	-6,62 / 0,5
	-23,73 / 0,007
	-11,23 / 0,37
	-10,98 0,38
	-16,85 / 0,21
	10
	-24

	
	Mechanical increase per  1000  people
	+35,3 / 0,906
	+23,2 / 0,664
	+1,69 / 0,233
	-5,6 / 0,088
	+32,9 / 0,860
	+16,8 / 0,537
	40
	-10

	
	Type of age structure, 
1–14 years, %  from population
	18 / 0,21
	20 / 0,29
	20 / 0,29
	14 / 0,07
	18 / 0,21
	29 / 0,61
	40
	12

	Aggregate indicator
	0,317
	0,317
	0,077
	0,103
	0,185
	0,179
	-
	-

	Infrastructure
	Village council
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	4
	0

	
	Educational establishments
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	4
	0

	
	Kindergartens
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	4
	0

	
	Hospitals
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	4
	0

	
	Shops
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	4
	0

	
	Post-offices
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	4
	0

	
	Companies of life
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	4
	0

	
	Private sector
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	1 / 0,25
	4
	0

	Aggregate indicator
	0,25
	0,25
	0,25
	0,25
	0,25
	0,25
	-
	-

	Ensuring human and intellectual resources
	Part of the employment population, % of population
	54,5 / 0,86
	51 / 0,72
	58 / 1
	53 / 0,8
	46 / 0,52
	53 / 0,8
	58
	33

	
	The level of tuberculosis per 100 thousand  people
	0 / 1
	0 / 1
	0 / 1
	0 / 1
	0 / 1
	0 / 1
	120
	0

	
	Number of students, % of population
	11,3 / 0,06
	13 / 0,15
	13 / 0,15
	10 / 0
	12 / 0,1
	13 / 0,15
	30
	10

	Aggregate indicator
	0,37
	0,47
	0,53
	0
	0,37
	0,49
	-
	-

	Income
	Income of local budget, thousand UAH / person
	0,325 / 0,019
	0,315 / 0,017
	0,339 / 0,018
	0,325 / 0,017
	0,315 / 0,017
	0,339 / 0,018
	15
	0,06

	
	Individual income, UAH
	1266 / 0,75
	1266 / 0,75
	1266 / 0,75
	629 / 0,45
	629 / 0,45
	629 / 0,45
	1582
	316

	Aggregate indicator
	0,118
	0,112
	0,116
	0,087
	0,087
	0,090
	-
	-

	Housing and transport services
	Housing provision, m2 per person
	19 / 0,75
	19 / 0,75
	20 / 0,87
	21 / 1
	21 / 1
	21 / 1
	21
	13

	
	Transportation, number of routes
	6 / 0,42
	6 / 0,42
	6 / 0,42
	5 / 0,33
	5 / 0,33
	5 / 0,33
	13
	1

	
	Distance to district centre, km
	16 / 0,85
	16 / 0,85
	16 / 0,85
	23 / 0,76
	23 / 0,76
	23 / 0,76
	80
	5

	Aggregate indicator
	0,65
	0,62
	0,68
	0,63
	0,62
	0,63
	-
	-

	Unemploy-ment
	Unemployment, % from employment population
	4 / 0,8
	4 / 0,8
	5 / 0,75
	0 / 1
	1 / 0,95
	0 / 1
	20
	0

	Aggregate indicator
	0,80
	0,80
	0,75
	1
	0,95
	1
	-
	-


Using the calculations of aggregated indicators, presented in table 3, we can estimate CASED of RA during 2012–2014. Security of the life of the village Ivanivka and Tsvizhyn for aggregated indicators testifies about a reference CASED.

Regarding demographic aggregates, RA respectively have menacing, critical CASED.

According to aggregated indicators of assessment of infrastructure, villages Ivanivka and Tsvizhyn are diagnosed as menacing CASED.

Ensuring human and intellectual resources together for aggregates indicators has satisfactory CASED in Ivanivka and menacing CASED in Tsvizhyn.

Incomes in RA for aggregated indicators suggest a critical CASED.
Housing and transport services of CASED in RA of Ivanivka and Tsvizhyn are favorable.

Aggregated unemployment rates indicate that Ivanivka CASED is favorable and in the village Tsvizhyn CASED is reference.

Based on an integrated aggregated indicators, indicators of social and economic development of territories RA were calculated and they are presented in table 4.

Table 4. Calculation of integrated indicators of social and economic development of 
territories of rural areas
	Village council
	Year
	The indicators of social development
	Integrated indicator
	The indicators of economic development
	Integrated indicator

	
	
	Safety of living standard
	Demo-graphic
	Infrast-ructure
	Ensuring of human and intellectual resources
	
	Indicator of income
	Housing and transport services
	Unem-ploy-ment
	

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11

	Ivanivka
	2012
	1,47
	0,405
	0,25
	0,37
	0,48
	0,118
	0,36
	0,20
	0,204

	
	2013
	1,47
	0,272
	0,25
	0,47
	0,46
	0,112
	0,35
	0,20
	0,198

	
	2014
	1,47
	0,062
	0,25
	0,53
	0,33
	0,116
	0,38
	0,25
	0,222

	Tsvizhyn
	2012
	1,48
	0,106
	0,25
	0
	0
	0,087
	0,43
	0
	0

	
	2013
	1,48
	0,134
	0,25
	0,37
	0,36
	0,087
	0,41
	0,05
	0,121

	
	2014
	1,53
	0,142
	0,25
	0,49
	0,40
	0,090
	0,43
	0
	0


The calculations of integrated indicators of social and economic development of the territories of rural settlements of Ivanivka village council Vinnytsia district Vinnytsia region, CASED in village Ivanivka is satisfactory and  in village Tsvizhyn is menacing.
Conclusion. Thus, it was found that the level of socio-economic development for the evaluation of basic indicators of rural settlements of Ivanivka village council of Vinnytsia district Vinnytsia region is satisfactory (average) (each RA separately and council as a whole), and the condition of socio-economic development for aggregated indicators which were completed and calculated in integrated, diagnosed in villages Ivanivka is satisfactory and Tsvizhyn is menacing.

Further research and publications will be devoted to assessing the environmental development areas of rural settlements Ivanivka village council of Vinnytsia district Vinnytsia region.
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