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BUDGET   EXPENDITURES   AS   A   TOOL   OF   STATE   REGULATION
OF   SOCIAL   AND   ECONOMIC   DEVELOPMENT   OF   UKRAINE

The dynamics of basic indicators of socio-economic development of Ukraine is
investigated. Using the multiplier of public expenditures and building econometric
models the impact of budget expenditures on gross domestic product and
unemployment level are determined. The proposals, which will serve to address
pressing issues of social and economy development of Ukraine, as well as increase
social welfare, are given.

Key words: budget expenditures, socio-economic development, public
expenditures multiplier, macroeconomic indicators.


