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INTER-MUNICIPAL STRATEGIC PROJECTS
IN THE SYSTEM OF REGIONAL STRATEGIC PLANNING*

The importance of inter-municipal cooperation for the regional socio-economic deve-
lopment is emphasized by many researchers [1, 2, 3, 4]. However, still no effective mecha-
nism encourages municipalities to develop various forms of inter-municipal cooperation
in Russia.

Comparative analysis of municipal socio-economic development strategies in the Sverd-
lovsk region shows that even neighboring municipalities do not always take into account
the trends and processes of neighboring territories.

For example, the strategy for social and economic development of the Sverdlovsk region
for 2016-2030 provides for measures to support cooperation between municipalities that are
part of the agglomeration. However, an analysis of the municipal strategies of the agglomera-
tion shows that they do not contain any directions and projects for inter-municipal coopera-
tion. A similar situation is observed in most municipalities of the Sverdlovsk region.

The importance of inter-municipal projects is particularly important for sparsely popu-
lated municipalities that are losing population. Inter- municipal projects to create social in-
frastructure (sports complexes, cultural facilities, medical and educational facilities) could
increase the level of population security and quality of life and possibly slow down the outflow
of population. Projects for the recycling of household waste, water supply or the development
of transport infrastructure could be promising.

The concept of industrial and innovative development of the Sverdlovsk region until 2035
identifies several traditional industrial clusters based on industrially oriented municipalities.
In the Sverdlovsk region, such inter-municipal cooperation could be formed around the Yeka-
terinburg agglomeration, as well as around the region’s strong industrial hubs — Nizhnetagil-
sky, Serovsky and Kamensk-Uralsky. The advantage of this model is the already established
close inter-settlement and production relationships within the agglomeration, which can be-
come the basis of inter-municipal projects.

However, without the introduction of transparent and effective tools for municipal co-
operation that encourage municipalities to develop such projects, all calls for cooperation from
regional government will be ignored by municipalities.

The system of regional grants for projects of inter-municipal cooperation could be intro-
duced when a certain share of the project costs will be financed from the regional budget.
Informational and organizational support for such projects is also important.

At the first stage, it is necessary to create some sort of regional catalog of inter-municipal
projects that are already proposed for implementation in municipal strategies, as well as
promising projects, and to create a monitoring system. It is useful to refer to foreign experience
when projects of inter-municipal cooperation are supported at the level of the European Union
and many European countries.
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COBPEMEHHOE COCTOSIHUE
BLIBO3UMBIX MPIMBIX MHBECTHUITAN KUTASA
B PECIIYBJIUKY BEJIAPYChH
B UHUIIUATUBE «OJINH MOSAC W OJIVH IYTh»

Ha coBpemenHOM aTame sKOHOMUYECKOTO PA3BUTUS ITOIABJISIONIET0 OOJIBITMHCTBA TOCY-
IapcTB BBIBO3UMBIe IpsaMble naBecturinu (BIIM) urpator smaunTesibHy0, a IIOPOM M ompee-
JISTIOTITYT0, POJIb B XO3SHMCTBEHHOM PA3BUTUM, YTO BO MHOTOM OIIPEIEJISIETCS 3aBUCUMOCTHIO MX
HAI[MOHAJBHOI'0 XO3IMCTBEHHOI0 MeXaHN3Ma OT YCJIOBUM BHeITHero peraka. Cieayer oTMeTUTD
3HAYMMYIO POJIb BBIBO3UMBIX MPSIMBIX MHBECTHUITNH B (DOPMUPOBAHUN U YCIIEIITHOM PA3BUTHUU
HAIIMOHAJIBHON 9KOHOMUKH, a TaKyKe WX BO3pacramlliee BJIUSHUE Ha YCIIEITHOe BKJIIYECHUE
CTPaHBI B MHTETPAIIMOHHEIE TIPOIIECCHI.

B 2013 r. npencemarens KHP Cu [lsuabnna npuuan penienne o0beUHUATE OBA IPOEKTA
«9ronomuueckuii mosic IllesrkoBoro mytm» u «Mopckoit myTh XXI BeKa» HA 0CHOBe KOHIISITITAHT
«Opmus miosic u onuH myTh». HoBBIN myTh mosmsxeH coequuuTh Kuraii co crpanamu EBpomnsr, ykpe-
ITUTH COTPYIHUUIECTBO ¢ A3nelt 1 AQPUKOI, CO3IaTh OJHY U3 CAMBIX MACIITAOHBIX HHPPACTPYK-
TypHBIX cerelt B mupe. s aroro B Kurae ysxe yupenmnu @ony [lleskoBoro mytu ¢ 0ro/3£eTOM
B 40 mupx mosr. CIIA 1 BO3MOKHOCTBIO TOKAIIUTAIU3AIIA.

Pecriyoiuka Bemapycs dakruueckn coenmusierT EBpasuiickuil 9KOHOMUUECKUH 003 1 EB-
pometickuii Cors. Ha memasueit Bcrpeue [Ipesumenra Pecniybiuku Benapycs u mpencemares
KHP Benapycs 6p11a HasBaHa «BaskHOM y3s10B0i mitatdopmoit lleskoBoro mytm».

Vuactue Pecryonmku Bemapycs B kuraiickoi nanimatuse «OOUH II0SC M OJWH IIYTH» SB-
JISIeTCsI OJTHOM M3 IEePCIeKTUB coTpyaundecTBa ¢ KuraeMm u yyIydIiieHUus: COCTOSHUS 9KOHOMUKH
B Pecrrybiuke Bemapycs.

3a marh Jier peasmaaruy HHUIMATUBEL «OIUH I10sIC ¥ OAWH HyTh» Kuraiyl mHBeCTHPOBaJI
70 mapa mosi. CIITA B skOHOMHUKM cTpaH, BXomammux B mpoekT [1]. B sxomomuky Bemapycu
HOCTYIIMJI0O KATANCKUX HWHBECTHUIIMM Ha cymMmy okosio 1292,2 mum mos. CIHA, ms KoTOpBIX
541,6 mua mo. (41,9 %) — npavele maBectunun, 747,0 mua nos. CIIA (57,8 %) — npoune uH-
BECTUIIMH B BUJIe KPEIUTOB M 3a¥MOB. 34 9TOT IEPHOJT T0JIsT KUTANCKUX WHBECTUIIMH B 00IIIeM
00beMe MHOCTPAHHBIX MHBECTUIIHH, IOCTYIUBINNX B Benapycs, Beipocsaa ¢ 0,7 % 1o 2,9 %, moys
KHUTaNUCKUX MPAMBIX mHBecTuinit — ¢ 0,3 % 1o 1,43 %.

Hermocpencreenno B 2018 r. 8 Bemapyces us Kuras moerymmio 339,9 MuTH 10JI. MHOCTPAHHBIX
MHBECTHUIIUM Ha BaJIOBOM ocHoBe. Ilpsmble muBectuiiu cocraBuan 186,9 mura mos. CIIA, uro
Ha 74,1 mua gos. CIHA 6ombire, wem B 2017 1. Ilpu aTOM cliegyeT yUUTHIBATD, UTO B CTPYKTYPe
TIPSMBIX WHBECTUIINI KUTAWCKUX WHBECTOPOB JIOJITOBBIE MHCTPYMEHTHI (KPeIuTOpCKAas 3a70JI-
SKEeHHOCTD, KPEJTUTHI, 3a¥MBbI 1 JIP.) TAK/Ke 3aHUMAJIH IIpeodsIaqaioniuil yaeabHbIN Bec [2, ¢. 413].

C yyacTmeM KHUTANCKUX IIPSAMBIX WHBECTHIMN B Beiapycu peasmayioTcss CTpOUTEIbLHBIE
npoekTsl. B wactHoCcTH, KuTavickuil xounuHr «Yaima Mepuanre» u xonguuar Youny Cuudsn
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