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Summary 

Hylka M., Makeienko A. 
Chernivtsi Yuriy Fed’kovich National University 

PROSPECTS FOR SUSTAINABLE RURAL DEVELOPMENT 
The existing at present demographic situation, employment of rural population 

and improvement of rural areas on the example of the Chernivtsi region. The main 
aspects of agricultural policy on rural development in EU countries. The measures for 
the sustainable development of rural areas in view of the EU guidelines. 

Key words: rural development, government support, social sphere of the 
village, agricultural policy. 
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