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How to live and manage in the Far East of Russia: problems of demographic reproduction of the population in the Far East in the conditions 
of economic growth

V.F. Efremenko, V.K. Zausayev, N.M. Baykov, etc.
On March 27, 2015 the debating club "How to live and manage in the Far East of Russia?" held the next meeting at which with the main report "The Problems of demographic reproduction of the population in the Far East in the conditions of economic growth" made a speech V. F. Efremenko, Candidate of Economics, docent of DVIU – branch of RANEPA under the Russian President. Representatives of the scientific, public organizations and state bodies participated in the meeting. In the discussion of the report participated: V. K. Zausayev, Doctor of Economics, professor; N.M. Baykov, Doctor of Sociology, professor; E.N. Galichanin, Doctor of Economics, professor; E.S. Krzhizhanovsky, Candidate of Technical Sciences, docent; S. N. Kravtsov, Candidate of Economics, docent; N. V. Bondareva, Head of the department of management concerning the family policy and social development of the governor and the government of the Khabarovsk territory; V. V. Dmitrovich, Head of the creative association "Brotherhood" at DV NAN and the others.
27 марта 2015 г. дискуссионный клуб «Как жить и хозяйствовать на Дальнем Востоке России?» провёл очередное заседание, на котором с основным докладом «Проблемы демографического воспроизводства населения на Дальнем Востоке в условиях экономического роста» выступил В.Ф. Ефременко, к.э.н., доц. ДВИУ – филиала РАНХиГС при Президенте РФ. В заседании приняли участие представители научных, общественных организаций и органов государственного управления. В обсуждении доклада участвовали: В.К. Заусаев, д.э.н., проф.; Н.М. Байков, д.с.н., проф.; Е.Н. Галичанин, д.э.н., проф.; Е.С. Кржижановский, к.т.н., доц.; С.Н. Кравцов, к.э.н., доц.; Н.В. Бондарева, начальник отдела управления по вопросам семейной политики и социального развития губернатора и правительства Хабаровского края; В.В. Дмитрович, руководитель творческого объединения «Братство» при ДВ НАН и другие.
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Vladimir Filippovich Efremenko – Candidate of Economics, docent of the finance and credit chair, chief of the innovative and technological center of the Far-Eastern institute of management – FGBOU VPO's branch of "The Russian academy of national economy and public service under the Russian President"

The all-economic prerequisite providing a continuity of the process of reproduction in any territorial public system is the maintenance of a certain proportionality between the parts and factors of production, – natural, economic, social and demographic, – and also the formation of such proportions between different elements of the regional system which provide its effective social and economic development. 

At the same time, features of public reproduction in the regions of the Far-Eastern federal district (further – FEFD), having with a fivefold growth of a gross regional product (further – GRP) during 2003 - 2012 reduction of a number of the resident population living here for 5,4%, testify to the violation of proportionality of the processes of regional public reproduction already at the level of macroeconomic indicators (personal and material factors of production, consumption and accumulation, etc.), on the one hand, and to the lack of transformation of economic growth in the level of social and economic development corresponding to it (economic growth as "… ability of economy to provide more and more different requirements of the population", in FEFD has as a consequence the opposite result – reduction of the population), – with another. 

The negative correlation having the nature of steady regularity, GRP dynamic and the dynamic of the population at the level of the macro-region which doesn't have the system integrity can be shown differently at the level of subjects of the Federation, which legally are considered as the regional reproduction systems. The greatest volumes of a gain of GRP for the considered period are reached in the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia), the Sakhalin region, Primorsk and Khabarovsk territories. 

The material basis of growth of GRP in these regions are the primary branches of specialization: mining industry which more than 80% are concentrated in the Sakhalin region and the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia); processing productions of the macro-region, 2/3 of which are placed in the Khabarovsk and Primorsk territories.
The growth of production of goods is followed by the reduction of population in all subjects of the Federation of FEFD, except the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia) where the population is maintained at the stable level (it increased by 0,6% for the considered period). For the establishment of possible communication between the dynamics of development of the personal and material factors of production, reproduction of the capital and reproduction of the population, person, we will consider the demographic processes observed in the regions, in a section of the natural and mechanical movement of the population.  

Dynamic of the natural increase of population of the Far-Eastern region repeats the all-Russian tendencies of demographic behavior: in 2006, having passed through the lower point of negative gain, the trend of natural increase of the population of the Russian Federation changed to a positive side. The similar picture was observed as in the high-urbanized Primorsk and Khabarovsk regions with the modern type of demographic reproduction, and in the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia) with the expressed traditional type of reproduction of the population. The all-Russian positive tendencies gain the steady character with introduction of "the maternity capital" since January 1, 2007. We will note that the growth rates of GRP of the Sakhalin region leading in the macro-region don't correspond to the insignificant rates of positive changes of natural increase. Individual nature of correlation of these processes is observed and in the other regions. Thus, we have the right to assume that the state social policy and, to a lesser extent, economic success of the regions became major factors in the change of dynamics of the natural movement of the population in the regions of the Far East after all.

The processes of natural movement of the population are among the steadiest public processes, low-subject to the local tactical fluctuations of the environment. Unlike the natural movement having the unidirectional trends of positive orientation reflecting the all-Russian demographic tendencies, dynamics of the migratory arrival-leaving has the expressed regional specifics.
Migration is a peculiar "demographic mirror", reflecting the results of direct comparison by the population of the all set of conditions of activity in this or that territory. From the positions of management of migration, not factors of a standard of living, labor providing and others in their absolute expression have the main value, but the territorial distinctions between them, not the absolute values of factors influence the migration, whether it be in the regions of an exit or in the places of living of them, but the regional differentiation of their levels. The greatest strengthening of migratory outflow is observed in the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia) that directly contradicts economic progress of the region and levels the natural increase of the population. Almost zero migratory outflow (145 people for the entire period) is observed only in the Khabarovsk territory. The Primorsk territory, in which essential development of the processing productions in the considered period is noted comes nearer to the same mode of mechanical movement of the population. Obviously, the manufacturing industry dominating in these two subjects of the Federation creates more attractive conditions for migrants, than the extracting, not created (at the high return on the invested capital) new workplaces for the entire period. All the regions sustain migratory losses with the different degree of intensity caused by the specifics of conditions of the activity in them. Thus, the Far East loses to the other territories in creating favorable conditions for reproduction of the population, despite the serious achievements in production of the material product and the capital.

"Economic growth not always facilitates the life to the population, causes satisfaction and facilitates the social burden, – O. S. Sukharev notes, – the economy can show high growth rate of the national income and its same high size per capita but because this income is distributed extremely unevenly, to have the worst social security system, health care, pension system, education system and, as a result, to have the lower indicators determining the life expectancy, education level and a medical support".
Economic growth itself can't solve a problem of fixing of the population in the Far-Eastern region. The processes of reproduction of the population find relative independence, subordination to the own immanent factors and regularities. Overcoming of a threat of depopulation of the macro-region is possibly only by the development and implementation of the special program of measures for formation of the institutes of expanded reproduction of population of the region.

Thus, so far only one side of public reproduction – production of the material product, the capital – uses the greatest attention from the scientists and practicians that is explained by its valid fetishization in the public consciousness. Meanwhile, an aggravation of the problems in the sphere of social reproduction understood as "… reproduction of individuals: as separately, and in their public partitions and connections, their reproduction as the live carriers of these conditions" with an imperative need sets a task of independent consideration of the processes of reproduction of labor, population, person in the system of developing relations of the property, establishment of their interrelation with the production of material product.

The institutes of labor, population, the person really participate in achievement of the objectives of reproduction: family, enterprise, branch, region (administrative-territorial institution), the State. By the closer examination it is found out that connections between them aren't so strong and indissoluble, moreover, the pursued tasks often are multidirectional. The carried-out analysis of reproduction processes assumes the subsequent concrete evaluation of the role and a place of a family (household), the individual, the enterprise, the region, the state in reproduction of the population in the Far East to answer the question: what deformation of the institutes brought and leads to the depopulation of population in the region, what institutes have to be strengthened or again created?
The answer to this question, on the basis of deep and long-term studying of the features of managing and the socio-cultural environment of the Far East, the famous philosopher and economist M. I. Ledenev offered. "One of the root reasons, – the scientist considers, – the endured system crisis is alienation of the person from the conditions of his reproduction". Sources of this alienation historically go to the mainly state forms of its settling: by the means of "the State bait" (privileges, extra charges), military, compulsory (punishment serving) resettlements, public appeals. Artificial ways of involvement of the population limited the possibilities of his amateur development, formed a peculiar way of life. This population on the historical education and social and demographic structure, conditions of activity has the smaller opportunities and experience to run a private business. The formulated problem of the advancing economic development in the region can become the goal of the state policy, but for the concrete person this task is only the means. The task in the annex to the concrete person consists in connecting his aspirations and purposes to those means, which can lift his productive force to the qualitatively new level. The question about the main line of aspiration of the modern person isn't neither simple, nor a lung. Such line considerably still implicitly is only determined, made out as the universal social movement to the House. Thus, the question of dwelling, of the living sphere has the fundamental public value. The own House on the own earth is a major step of rooting of the person, his transformation into the permanent resident.

Vadim Konstantinovich Zausaev – Doctor of Economics, professor, director of FAU "Dal’NII of the market".
The favorable environment of foreign markets on the raw materials strengthened the export specialization of the Far East in the 2000th years. The region took the leading positions in Russia on export to the Pacific Rim (PR) of the products of military mechanical engineering, round forest products, oil and gas, fish and seafood. There was a feeling that the economy of the region entered on a trajectory of forward growth. But by efficiency the Far-Eastern economy significantly loses to the other federal districts. In principle, it is natural to the region of pioneer development. But, if to regard the Far East in the long term as the base for integration of Russia into PR, substantial increase of its efficiency and competitiveness on the basis of accumulation of the demographic, infrastructure and innovative potentials is necessary.

But exactly here are the fundamental threats. The loss of population became the main negative consequence of the entry of the region into the market. The Far East is the leader in this indicator among the regions of the country.

Some structural ratios worsen. The economy gets hypertrophied raw specialization. Only from 2005 to 2013 the share of branches on mining in the industry grew from 45,5% to 66,2%. Same concerns export. If in 2000 the share of machine-technical production was 16,1%, in 2005 – 3,6%, and in 2013 – 1,9%.

Polarization in the social and economic development of the northern and southern subjects of the Far East started developing. With the use technique the PATTERN analysis their comparison on 24 socio-economic indexes is carried out. Their data to an integrated assessment testify that the leadership passes to the northern subjects. On the structure of economy where the raw sector prevails, taking into account the significantly reduced population they become more adapted for requirements of the market economy. Deficit of manpower is covered with the temporary population, use of the shift methods of ensuring production. Comparison of the dynamics of development of the subjects of the Far East in the main macro-indicators also shows essential advantage of the northern territories.
In the not less difficult situation there is the Khabarovsk territory. Formed as the center of industrial development of the region, it kept the largest capacity of processing industries so far. Their development per capita in 2013 made 85,8 thousand rubles against 68,2 thousand rubles, on the average, across the Far East. There was an industrial and innovative center, unique and only in the all east territory, – Komsomolsk-on-the Amur, which concentrated the hi-tech processing industries.

Unfortunately, now these potential advantages play an opposite role. The overworking sector with the not loaded capacities and low efficiency heavy burden lays down on territory’s economy. 

Growth rates of the main macroeconomic indicators decrease. So, the GRP average annual indexes made in 2000 - 2002 108,7%, 2003 - 2005 – 104,6%, 2006 – 2008 – 103,2%, 2009 – 2012 – 103,0%. Return of the investments decreases (GRP gain by 1 rub of investments into the fixed capital): 1,27, 0,61, 0,45 and 0,41 rub/rub. As a result, the share of the Khabarovsk territory in the Far East on the major indicators decreases. Profitability of the assets and the sold goods is unstable and has more likely a bearish tendency.

The financial and economic state worsens. In 2013 the losses made 18,6 billion rubles or 41,4% of the Far East. The main sectors of economy (the transport and communications processing productions, construction, agriculture, production and the distribution of electric energy) of which a half of the gross value added of has the Khabarovsk territory, had in 2013 the losses of 16,8 billion rubles. Both in the absolute value and on their share in the Far East the dynamics is adverse.

Especially menacing situation develops in the manufacturing industry. For 2005 – 2013 the losses grew from 2,1 billion rubles to 11,2 billion rubles here, and a share in the region – from 53,9% to 83,3%. As a result, the balanced financial result of the territory in 2013 was, in general, though positive, but insignificant (5,2 billion rubles) and made 34,9% of the Primorsk territory and 10,9% – from the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia). Self-reproduction opportunities of the economy of the Khabarovsk territory are limited that constrains its modernization.
Thus, there is quite paradoxical situation. The southern subjects of the Far East located in the optimum climatic conditions, on border with the high-growth countries and having more diversified and innovative economy, lose its potential.

It is possible to speak about "the extrusion" of economy to the north, strengthening of the raw specialization and reduction of the resident population. Bringing these tendencies to the logical end, it is possible to expect the reduction of population in a foreseeable prospect to 4,0 – 5,0 million persons. It corresponds to the raw model of development of the Far East. There will be reality a transfer of its certain territories to the long-term rent (concession) to the adjacent countries which will place emphasis on the foreign investments, labor, equipment. And it is already geostrategic risks.

In this regard, the question is lawful: for what Russia needs the Far East? The concept (leading idea) and the scenario of development of the region follow from the answer to it.

Close up one can consider three purposes, concepts and, respectively, the scenario of development of the Russian Far East. The first purpose – strengthening of export specialization with the expenses, minimum for Russia, providing the country with the cheapest (low-cost) currency resources. The inertial scenario corresponds to it with the strengthening of the Chinese accent. The concession relations will be widely adopted. They will concern the most large-scale oil fields and gas, iron ore, coal and the other natural resources.
The largest foreign corporations will become the main driving force of development of the region. It is shown by the shelf projects of the lake of Sakhalin. Opening of the domestic investment and commodity markets will lead not only to the forced coming of the considerable foreign capitals, but also the growth of import of the final goods, folding of the not enough competitive local processing industries. The use of foreign labor will extend. The local population will be not competitive to it that will create the prerequisites for strengthening of its outflow. Universal distribution will be gained by the shift methods of organization of the works. 

In fact of economic development this model is close to the modern Chukotka. Strategic risks will increase, controllability of the region from the Russian state will decrease, prerequisites for the economic loss of the Far East will be created. But thanks to the concession payments, and they will be the most effective proceeding from a ratio "results – expenses", Russia will receive considerable financial resources for the solution with the smaller social expenses of problems facing it. The Far East already solved this problem in 60 – the 70th, when the country needed a lot of currency for development of the oil fields of the Western Siberia and the laying of transcontinental pipelines. And it solved it thanks to what Russia at the expense of oil and gas endured difficult years of the market reforms.
The second purpose – the Far East – the base for massive entry of Russia into the Pacific Rim economy. Achievement it is possible at the movement on the national liberally scenario. It is based on the strengthening of transit role of the region, diversification of the foreign economic relations (China, Japan, Democratic People's Republic of Korea, the Republic of Korea, etc.). Concession relations will gain the limited development for prevention of the risks of geostrategic character. They will "be ground" on the long-term Russian interests. The large-scale transport projects "Europe – APR (Japan)", and also the oil and gas pipelines "The Far East – APR" will be carried out. As the driver the Sakhalin Island with the railway bridges to the continent and the lake of Hokkaido (Japan) will act here. Creation of "the Euro-Asian bridge" – the high-speed direct railway track through the Sakhalin Island "Japan – Russia – Europe" – will reduce the term of passing of freights till 10 days. Construction in the south of the island of a thermal power plant on the steam-gas installations and transfer of the electric power on the underwater cable will become a basis of the power bridge "Sakhalin-Japan". Further the Tugursk tidal power plant can be connected to it. The place in this scenario will be found by the oil processing, oil and gas-chemical enterprises, reproduction and use on the intensive basis of bio-resources of the sea and the wood.

From the point of view of efficiency, this scenario will concede the previous owing to the limitation of a concession, attraction of the foreign investments and a bigger sociality. Therefore the new model of external economic cooperation is necessary. So, considering the historical experience of Japan in the development of the southern part of the lake of Sakhalin and the above-named projects, it can be formed on the basis of interface of the island and the Japanese economies. It will allow to the region to become the center of integration (a zone of intensive contacts) of the Russian Far East and Japan and to consider it as the pilot project of creation in the other subjects of the region, for example, in the Kamchatka territory – a similar zone of economic cooperation.
The system of moving in the Far East will undergo essential changes. The policy of the state will be aimed at preservation of the resident population in the south of the region and use of the shift methods of organization of the works in the north. It will allow save on the social infrastructure, concentrating limited resources in the border territories of Russia.

It won't be simple to realize this scenario owing to the need of carrying out the thin policy which isn't allowing rolling to the first scenario. 

The third purpose – transformation of the Far East into the future driver of the Russian economy. It is based on the idea of high need for the future (in the second half of the XXI century) the adjacent states not only in traditional natural resources, but also in fresh water, space for the placement of renewable resources of energy (solar, wind tidal, etc.), in the environmentally friendly animal protein (biological resources of the sea). The Russian Far East is capable to satisfy this requirement. To make it, without causing damage to the safety of our country is possible at implementation of the paternalistic and innovative scenario of development of the macro-region. However it demands the considerable state investments in the high-quality modernization of economy. Implementation of the long-term projects in the field of oil and gas production, transit transport, the high-level pipeline network, the forest, coal and fish industries has to go on the principles of steady environmental management to keep the competitiveness of our resources. It will demand the intensification of reproduction of the renewable natural resources, development of the processing industries, including on the basis of the foreign investments and "a technological transfer", providing the growth of competitiveness of production in the foreign markets.
Development of the production and social infrastructures, education, health care, culture, the housing-and-municipal sphere will provide creation of the labor potential of new quality. At its tightening on the territories, optimum under the terms of accommodation, the role of the south of the region as the locations of the big and small selitebny centers will increase. Living in the most equipped places, their population will work across the all Far East, including at the shift principles. 

The increased cost intensity of this scenario is caused by the formation and building in the Far East of the resident population. It demands not only the improvement of life quality by the means of implementation of the large-scale economic projects, but also its direct support. The main of them are:

• increase in the sizes of the Far-Eastern extra charges and their payment from the federal budget;

• free high-quality medical care;

• free higher education within the Far-Eastern region;

• grant of the not less than 50% of the cost of construction of the housing and utility costs;

• free pass once a year to the Western regions of the country.

The price of similar actions is high and also exceeds for the Far East 1,5 trillion rub a year. Therefore they have to be implemented gradually. It is important to designate a vector and to state it in the special Federal law "About the special status of development of the Far East". Then the inhabitants will see a reference point of the relation of the state to the region and will be able to build taking into account it the life here.

In reality the movement of the Far East will have the collective scenario and to contain in a varying degree the elements of all scenarios. But, proceeding from the political will, advantage will be had by one of them. Fundamental factors of development, uniform for all, are the natural and resource capacity of the Far East, its geographical position on a joint of the land and the ocean and the territorial proximity of the high-growth Pacific Rim. Geostrategic factor which can't be neglected at the concept formulation is also that in the Far East there passes the zone of contact of geostrategic interests of the largest countries of the world which don't have either space, or resources, or the influence zones. Therefore, the words of the President of Russia V. V. Putin (a press conference, December, 2014) about the claims of some countries for our Siberian territories with P.A. Stolypin's concern (1908) are very conformable: "… If we won't have enough vital juice for healing of all wounds put to Russia, the most remote … speak rapidly it … can … without serious consequences and imperceptibly disappear,… and we for it will be attracted with the future generations to answer … that lost the courage, fell into inaction, into some senile helplessness that we lost belief in the Russian people, in its vital forces".
Baykov Nikolay Mikhaylovich, Doctor of Sociology, professor of the chair of social work and sociology of the Far-Eastern institute of management – FGBOU VPO's branch of "The Russian academy of national economy and public service under the Russian President"

Recently the migration problem from the Far East of Russia doesn't descend from the lips and by the population, and the power. Most of the scientists consider migration as a part of demography. To qualify the migration of population as the object of public administration, it is necessary to determine the major factors and incentive motives, influencing motivation to the resettlement determining it. Thus, despite a variety of approaches to the classification of factors of migration, the experts are unanimous that the cumulative advantages in living conditions in the region of coming, in comparison with the region of departure induce people to the resettlement. The concept "living conditions" unites the all environment of activity of the person. Under the factors are understood only a part of conditions which influence the migration process, and in it is their secondariness. Whether there is this or that component of the conditions surrounding the person a migration factor, entirely depends on the nature of concrete phenomena and processes. But it is obvious, that not all factors are transformed into the immediate reasons of migration. 

What hierarchy of the factors, influencing the population migration from the Far East of Russia? How they place in a rating? What advantages first of all are taken into account by the Far-Easterners at the making decision on moving to the central regions of the country or into the states of foreign countries?
It is clear that the economic factors have special value as the aspiration of people to improve their living conditions and activity is their cornerstone. According to our sociological polls, the main thing for people is the housing, work, earnings. For the modern youth it is also the comfort in the broadest sense. To have it people voluntary moved to the Far East of Russia, but, having lost these advantages, in comparison with the central part of the country, they went in the opposite direction. If we want to influence the migratory behavior of people, it is necessary to create such conditions which would give them the corresponding advantages in comparison with the former residence. As a result, people will go or will remain to live on the Far-Eastern territory. 

From the economic factors first of all are distinguished such, as: existence of workplaces, employment conditions, level of the income, prospects of the solution of housing problem, advantage in satisfaction of the inquiries of social character. We will emphasize, that even such objective factors as the climatic, substantially determine the economic conditions, so are the part of economic factors. 

There are enough scientific factors in classification of the migration, but it is represented that most truly they can be subdivided into two big groups: attraction and pushing out. It is possible to carry to the first that induce the population to move to those regions where the quality of life (thanks to a set of climatic and social and economic conditions) will be higher, than in the places of previous accommodation. The second group is represented by the factors of climatic and social and economic character which influence makes difficult or even impossible the further accommodation in this region. As a rule, both groups of factors work at the same time, but the factors carried to the first group have crucial importance nevertheless. And only when predominating and determining are the factors carried to the second group, migration becomes compelled.
The subjective component of the person can call the important factor making impact on the direct making decision about migration. On its formation leave a mark culture, traditions of the population, susceptibility to their changes that is connected first of all with the ethnic origin of the potential migrant or the groups of migrants. 

It should be noted that not the objective reaction in itself of the Far-Eastern population to the change of activity conditions leads to the negative consequences in different forms, but the absence at the Russian power and business of a clear understanding of the purposes and mechanisms of their realization during the all Post-Soviet period. It doesn't allow react adequately to the migratory processes and to use their potential in the positive direction. 

Meanwhile, analysis of the factors and directions of their impact on the migratory and economic processes allows determine not only their directions, volumes and the nature of interaction, but also an existence in the Far-Eastern macro-region of the potential advantages in the living conditions of population, first of all, social and economic, in comparison with the other territories.

Evgeniy Nikolaevich Galichanin – Doctor of Economics, professor, professor of the Far-Eastern institute of management – FGBOU VPO's branch of "The Russian academy of national economy and public service under the Russian President", president of the Interregional public organization "The Far-Eastern national academy of sciences" (further – DV NAN).
By preparation of the meeting of discussing club his organizers not incidentally chose the entitled subject. On the one hand, the economy of the Far East in the recent years grew, though with the not accelerated rates. On the other hand, it isn't possible to break a negative tendency of reduction of the population in the macro-region. At first sight, it is a positive tendency – labor productivity of the population occupied in the economy grows. However, if to carry out the deep analysis, there is everything much more difficult. Moreover, there is a replacement of local labor with the coming specialists from the other regions and the migrants from the adjacent countries. There is a vital problem: whether this process will create the geopolitical threat not only to the Far East, but also Russia in general at its eastern boundaries? 

Natal’ya Viktorovna Bondareva – head of the department of Management concerning the family policy and social development of the governor and the government of the Khabarovsk territory.
As the representative of public authorities, I can't agree with the opinion that we don't trace the dynamics of the main indicators of social and demographic reproduction of the population in the region. For this purpose there are the bodies of statistics which very in detail display this dynamics. Besides, we can order them and more detailed researches. Therefore I consider the resolution of our meeting is necessary to correct. However with what I entirely agree, having listened the speakers, that anybody so far seriously isn't engaged in the analysis (with the issue of offers to the power structures), why people at the working-age leave the Far East. Nobody researches the qualitative characteristics of the able-bodied population, their motivations and interests.
Evgeniy Stanislavovich Krzhizhanovskiy – Candidate of Technical Sciences, the first vice-president of DV NAN. 

I consider that the main condition of the solution of the called problems is the development of small and middle-sized business. It is much talked about the global politics and if to give to the person the chance freely to be engaged in the business, – he and won't want to leave. In the Far East there are the prerequisites for this. It is enough to remember the last times when the immigrants went to the Far East. Special attention should be paid to the youth. It should put a barrier to the foreigners and the other newcomers. For this purpose, first of all, the development of our Far-Eastern mentality is necessary. Unfortunately, the city hall of Khabarovsk the program for spiritual moral development of the citizens, including the youth, slowly curtailed. In fact, the program, a peculiar ideological center is necessary, that literally from the kindergarten to form at the person devotion to the earth, on which he was born and grew. In this case we will receive not only the highly qualified specialists, but the people, soul devoted to their small homeland.

Vladimir Vladimirovich Dmitrovich – head of the creative association "Brotherhood", professor of DV NAN. 

The last sociological researches showed that 70% of the interrogated people in the Khabarovsk territory have no concept about the program of spiritual and moral development developed now by the government of the Khabarovsk territory. On the other hand, – they would even like to participate in it not as the active developers, and simply the participants: to come to the actions, to visit the museums, spectacular actions, – if only it wasn't, as always, formally. In this regard, I make the offer – more actively to our public men to interact with the authorities in this sphere. It is also that way which will promote fixing of the vital foundations of the Far-Easterner.
Sergey Nikolaevich Kravtsov – Candidate of Economics, docent, director of the Far-Eastern institute of management – FGBOU VPO's branch of "The Russian academy of national economy and public service under the Russian President". 

Today's meeting of the debating club is, in fact, anniversary. We held the first meeting exactly a year ago, on March 28, 2014. 6 meetings on the most sensitive issues of the social and economic development of the Far East are during this time held. It should be noted that it caused not only a certain resonance in the public circles of the Far-Easterners, but also in the power structures. Public employees and the heads of different level began to listen to the opinion of participants of "the round tables", and in some cases and to consider them in their work. All this says, that we on the right way and it is necessary to continue this work. I consider that the lighting in the mass media of our work is still insufficiently active that doesn't allow include the most part of the population in the discussion of the sharp problems. I suggest to generalize all materials of the held meetings and to publish no later than May of the current year them in the form of collection, having at the same time published them on the site of our institute. 

By the results of discussion the participants of the meeting drew the following conclusions:  

The economic growth observed in the last some years as in general in the Far East of Russia, and in the subjects of the Federation entering the macro-region doesn't achieve the main goal designated in the Strategy of social and economic development of the Far East and the Baikal region for the period till 2025, determined by the Order of the Government of the Russian Federation of December 28, 2009 – to provide fixing of the population living in the Far East. Thus the positive tendency in the demographic sphere of the last years is connected not so much with the economic growth, how many with the demographic indicators (increase in a share of women of fertile age) and the measures of social support of a birth rate and the decline in mortality of the population (maternity capital, mortgage lending). However their positive effect is almost settled now, having so solved the collected problems with manpower. To it testifies the proceeding migratory outflow of the Far-Eastern population, generally of the working-age.
Negative correlation between the economic growth and the social and demographic development threatens realization in the region of the important state programs and projects, including across the planned territories of the advancing social and economic development (ТASED).    

In this regard, according to participants’ opinion of the meeting, the development of special measures for the formation of institutes of expanded reproduction of the population in the macro-region is obviously necessary. The most important of them can become the free investment of the Far-Easterners with the land plots of one hectare and the projects of housing construction (on the type "The own House", "The Family Estates of Russia" and others), directed on formation at the younger generation of the steady valuable reference points and installations to the activity in the Far East to Russia. In the solution of these problems of social and economic development of the macro-region is expediently not only preservation, but also an increase in social support of the resident population of the Far-Easterners, especially the younger generation.

In this regard, the participants of the round table consider necessary: 

1. To support Minvostokrazvitie's initiative of the Russian Federation about development of the State program of social and demographic development of the Far East of the Russian Federation as priority in the social and economic policy, realized in the macro-region and to take in it an active part. 

2. To recommend to the authorities of all levels of the Far-Eastern federal district to enter into the number of criteria of the evaluation of efficiency of the regional programs of social and economic development the main indicators of demographic reproduction in the region (birth rate, mortality, migration, etc.).

3. Within the development of institutional mechanisms of fixing and reproduction of the population in the Far East of Russia to support the proposals of the Plenipotentiary of the Russian President on the Far East Yu.P. Trutnev about granting one hectare of land to the each inhabitant of the macro-region, to develop and adopt the target programs ("The Own House", "The Family estates of Russia", etc.).
