PO3BUNTOK MPOLAYKTUBHUX CHIT | PETIOHAJIBHA EKOHOMIKA

320

MukonaiBcbkui HauioHanbHui yHiBepcuteT imeri B.O. CyxomnuHcbKkoro

UDC 332.12(477)

Zabedyuk M.S.

PhD, Associate Professor of the Department of Finance, Banking and Insurance

Lutsk National Technical University

METHODOLOGICAL ASPECTS OF THE ESTIMATION
OF THE LEVEL OF REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT

METOAUYHI ACIIEKTH OIIIHKHX PIBHA PETIOHAJBHOI'O PO3BUTRY

ANNOTATION

The article analyzes the existing approaches to assessing
the level of socio-economic development of the region. Also,
approaches devoted to assessing the potential of the region are
analyzed. In particular, the systems of indicators for assessing the
level of regional development and the potential of the region are
highlighted. The stages of assessing the potential of the region are
considered. The main problems and disadvantages of assessing
regional development level and potential of the region are revealed.
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AHOTALIA

Y cTatTi AOCniMKEHO HasBHI MiAXoAu OO0 OUIHKM PiBHS coui-
anbHO-EKOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY perioHy. MNpoaHanizoBaHo niaxoau,
AKi [alTb MOXMMBICTb OLHUTK MOTeHUian perioHy. 3okpema, pos-
rMAHYTO CUCTEMM MOKa3HMUKIB OLLIHKX PIBHS PerioHanbHOro po3Bu-
TKy Ta noTeHuiany perioHy. HaBefeHo eTtanu OuiHKM noTeHuiany
perioHy. BusiBneHo oCHOBHi Npobnemu Ta HEAOMiKMA OLHKU PiBHS
perioHanbHOro po3BMTKY Ta NOTEHLiany perioHy.

KntoyoBi cnoBa: perioH, po3BUTOK perioHy, noTeHuian perio-
Hy, BariOBW perioHanbHW NPOAYKT, PECYPCU PETIOHY.

AHHOTALUMUA

B cratbe uccnegoBaHbl CyLECTBYlOWME Noaxodbl K OLEH-
Ke YPOBHA COLMarbHO-3KOHOMUYECKOTO pa3BUTUS  pervoHa.
MpoaHanuaupoBaHbl NOAXoAbI, NO3BONALIME OLEHUT NOTEHLM-
an pervoHa. B 4yacTHOCTW, pacCcMOTpPEeHbl CUCTEMbI MoKasaTenei
OLIEHKM YPOBHSI PErMoHarnbHOTO pa3BUTUS U MOTEHUMana peruo-
Ha. MpvBeaeHbl 3Tanbl OLEHKN MoTeHuuana pervoHa. BoisieneHsi
OCHOBHble NPoBneMb! 1 HeLOCTaTKW OLEHKN YPOBHS PErMoHarnbHo-
ro pasBuUTMS W NoTeHUMana per1oHa.

KnioueBble cnoBa: pervoH, pasBuTUe pervoHa, noTeHuuan
pervoHa, BarnoBblil perMoHanbHbIid NPOAYKT, PECYPChI PETVOHA.

Formulation of the problem. The prospects
and opportunities of regional development, along
with the other, depend on the selection of effec-
tive methodologies for evaluating and selecting
indicators. Without such prerequisite it is impos-
sible to develop a strategy for the development of
the region or to overcome the disproportionality
of its socio-economic development.

Analysis of recent research and publica-
tions. Problems of the assessment of the level
of socio-economic development of the region
were studied such scientists as P.Y. Belyenky,
Y. I. Boyko, Y.N.Gladkii, B.M. Danilishin,
M.I. Dolyshny, S.I. Doroguntsov, M.A. Kazo-
riz, V.I. Pila, Y.O.Poburko, T.O. Stetsenko,
D.M. Stechenko, M.G. Chumachenko and others.
Nevertheless, there is no single approach to assess
the level of regional development, nor to assess
the potential of the region and the effectiveness
of its use.

The purpose of the article is to study of exist-
ing approaches to the assessment of regional

development and regional potential, their advan-
tages and disadvantages.

Presentation of the main materials of research.
According to one of approaches, a generalized
indicator of the level of economic development of
regions is proposed to be determined by the for-
mula:

Pg:[—+—+—+—}:N, (1)

where P, is generalized indicator;

a — gross output of the region's industry per
capita;

b — the cost of the basic industrial-production
funds of the region per capita;

¢ — industrial — production personnel per
1000 inhabitants of the region;

d — the gross agricultural output of the region
(on average over a number of years) per capita;

A, B, C, D — similar indicators in the region of
higher rank or country;

N — number of indicators [1].

It should be noted that this approach allows to
take into account only the production component
of regional development, and as a result does not
allow to comprehensively investigate the causes
and consequences of inefficient functioning of the
regions.

According to another approach, taking into
account the necessity of a comprehensive study
of regional development, the main indicators of
socio-economic development of the region should
be such as:

— average annual population;

— the number of employees employed in the
national economy;

— gross regional product;

— volume of production of industry;

— production of consumer goods;

— gross agricultural output;

— capital investments at the expense of all
sources of financing;

— local budget revenues;
local budgets expenditures;

— cash income of the population;

— volume of retail turnover;

— volume of sales of paid services to the pop-
ulation;

— volume of export of goods;

— average prices for the main types of prod-
ucts.

At the same time, the main indicator is the
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level of the gross regional product and its struc-
ture [2]. In this methodology, the emphasis is on
assessing the results of the economic system of
the region that reduces the possibility of studying
the potential of regional development.

According to the methodology of the assess-
ment of the uniformity of economic development
of the region, developed by the staff of the IRI of
the NAS of Ukraine and the RI of the State Sta-
tistics Committee of Ukraine, it is assumed that
the economic state of the region is a combination
of economic results obtained by the population
and institutions located in the region during a
certain period.

In this case the main partial indicators of the
economic state of the regions are [3]:

— cash income per capita, UAH;

— the share of the employed population in the
total number of population, %;

— production of goods and services per capita,
UAH;

— turnover of retail trade per capita, UAH;

— commissioning of housing stock per capita,
square meters of total area;

— investments in housing construction per cap-
ita, UAH;

— investments in fixed assets of enterprises
per capita, UAH.

Also, the following complex criteria for deter-
mining the uniformity of development of districts
in the region are proposed:

— the rate of economic growth in each district;

— economic growth in the district relative to
the average in the region;

— economic growth of the district relative to
the maximum achieved in the region;

— the uniformity of economic development.

In our opinion, this technique misses the iden-
tification of the strengths and weaknesses of the
region and its endogenous possibilities.

According to another method it is proposed to
carry out an economic assessment of the territo-
rial complex of natural resources of the region as
follows:

Erenrema [(RI+R2+R3+...+Rn)—E], (2)

where E,_ . is economic assessment of the ter-
ritorial complex of natural resources (TCNR) of
the region;

RI1, R2, R3 ... Rn — economic evaluation (rent)
of each type of natural resources of the region
taking into account the time factor;

E - integral expenses of nature conservation
value.

An assessment of a particular type of
resources is carried out according to the follow-
ing formula [4]:

7
R = maxzi(g ﬂg’;?’ si=1, mt=1t,T,
im (L+ E)
where R, is rent of i resource;
i — type of resource;
T, — period of exploitation of the i resource,
starting from the 7, year;

(3)

P, — cost of production from the unit of
i- resource calculated in the final costs of ¢-year;

S, — one-time and current expenses incurred in
year t to process unit of i resource;

0, — annual consumption of i resource;

E — discount rate.

Also, there is an approach that estimates the
economic potential of the region as the difference
between production volumes during the rise and
fall. For evaluation it is used such direction of
the constituent elements: the goods — the group
of goods — the enterprise — the region.

The potential of the region is estimated by
stages:

— Estimation of the potential of the enter-
prise (by volume of production of j product):

K .
K, == 100y (4)
— Estimation of the potential of the region
for the total volumes of goods production:

> i
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m

— Estimation of potential of the region by vol-
ume of production in n-groups:

SK

K, =- (%), (6)
n
where i is number of regions (i = 1, 2, ...);
j — the names of the goods (j = 1, 2, ... m);

n — groups of goods (n =1, 2, ...);
K,; — the volume of goods j produced in the
region in the analyzed period;

K,; — the volume of goods j produced in the
region in the base period.

However, this method makes it possible to
assess only the level of production capacity of the
region. The disadvantages of the proposed meth-
ods are that they determine only the individual
components of the potential of regional develop-
ment.

Maximov V.V. suggests that the criterion for
economic assessment of natural resource potential
may be rent, investment potential — income on
invested capital, labor potential — income from
labor, innovation potential — the share of income
on invested capital [5].

In particular, Maximov V.V. proposes to assess
the economic potential of the region as a whole
and its elements on the following system of indi-
cators:

1. Indicator of the effectiveness of using of a
potential of the type i:

I s

EPI=% ()
where P, is annual income from the use of the
economic resource of type i;
EP, — economic evaluation of the potential of
the type i (annual).
2. Estimation of the total economic potential
of the region:

EPp = EP, (8)
i=1
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where i = 1, 2 ... n is the number of potentials
that are parts of the total economic potential;

EPP — the total economic potential of the
region.

3. Indicator of efficiency of using of economic
resources of the region:

IE,, = EP,/ER, 9)

where ER is economic resources available in
the region in value form.

4. Indicator of the effectiveness of using of
the economic potential of the region:

IE,, = BPIL o (10)

where GRP is the gross regional product
obtained in current year;

EP_ - annual value of the economic potential
of the region.

There may be three situations:

1. IE,, = 1 — GRP corresponds to realized
resources.

2. IE,, < 1 — Inefficient use of the economic
potential of the region.

3. IE,, > 1 — The economic potential of the
region is being used effectively.

Conclusions. Considering the above approaches
we note that their use makes it possible to assess
the impact of numerous factors on the level of

socio-economic development of the region. How-
ever, the problem of the impact of exclusively
endogenous factors on the growth of the level of
development of territories, the rational combi-
nation of market conditions of economic activity
and local opportunities and peculiarities remains
unresolved.
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