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Abstract. The authors examined the responses of economic agents to implantation in 
2013–2020 of institutional instruments of a “new model” for the development of the 
Far Eastern macro-region. The trend of the predominance of investments in resource 
projects in the total volume of investments in fixed assets in the macro-region has been 
confirmed. The study contains new results confirming the influence of the predominantly 
raw character of the region’s economy on the transformation of institutions, expressed 
through: modification of institutional instruments for the development of the region and 
the formation of a multiplicity of preferential regimes in the interests of large resource-
based companies; the emergence of negative institutional externalities for the regional 
economy in the implementation of selected institutional instruments in the resource-
based industries. We ranged the Far Eastern and several Siberian regions according to 
the degree of resource dependence with the estimation of the selected indicators for the 
natural resource sector as a whole (including the extraction of mineral, forest and water-
biological resources), which corresponds to the economic specialization of the macro-
region. We have revealed that the result of the implementation of the “new model” of 
development was an increase in resource dependence in the economy of the Far Eastern 
macro-region in the studied period. The obtained estimates demonstrate the contradiction 
between the goals, institutional instruments and the first results of the implementation 
of the “new model” of development of the Far East. The study allows to gain new 
knowledge at the intersection of certain theoretical and applied scientific directions: 
assessing the effectiveness of state regional policy; the role of natural resources in 
economic development; institutional design.
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Introduction 
The state’s attention (in various forms 

of its manifestation) to the Far Eastern mac-
ro-region, as well as the predominantly re-
source-based nature of the region’s economy 
and its dependence on the external economic 
situation, are fundamental factors in its devel-
opment (Minakir, 2006). 

The novelty of the situation is now deter-
mined by the following factors:

1) the state program documents declared 
the creation of conditions to ensure the sustain-
able development of the Far Eastern Federal 
District (FEFD) at the expense of the modern-
ized structure of the economy;

2) to achieve this goal, new institutions 
for the development of the economy of the Far 
Eastern macro-region have been introduced, 
which include a number of legislative, organi-
zational, and infrastructural tools to create an 
appropriate institutional environment;

3) significantly expanded the boundaries 
of the FEED due to the inclusion of two Sibe-
rian regions – the Trans-Baikal Territory and 
the Republic of Buryatia. If in previous periods 
these territories were considered in different 
ways in the Far Eastern development programs, 
now the situation is legitimized at the highest 
managerial level.

This situation makes a number of research 
questions relevant:

In which sectors and complexes preferenc-
es are mainly accumulated?

Is the role of resource sectors in the Far 
Eastern macro-region’s economy decreasing?

Are there opportunities for weakening the 
predominantly raw nature of the development 
of the macro-region in the foreseeable future?

Finding answers to these questions is the 
purpose of this article.

Statement of the problem
Studies on the sustainable, balanced devel-

opment of territorial systems of various hierar-
chical levels (from the state to the municipali-

ty (Kryukov, 2014)) with mainly raw material 
specialization of the economy, state regulation 
and its consequences for such territories are 
devoted to a large number of works (Libman, 
2013; Alexeev, Chernyavskiy, 2014; Cust, Poel-
hekke, 2015; Pyzhev et al., 2015; Popodko, 
Nagaeva, 2019). Despite the fact that the 
scope of research on the problems of resource 
regions is quite wide, discussions on the issues 
of identification and selection criteria for this 
type of territory have not been completed. In 
the scientific literature, the concepts of “re-
source regions” (Resursnye regiony, 2017), “re-
source areas” (Kryukov, 2014), “resource type 
regions” (Kurbatova et al., 2019) and others 
are discussed. Despite the presence of certain 
differences in definitions, it is common for re-
search to recognize in the economy of such ter-
ritories the crucial importance of the extraction 
and primary processing of natural resource in-
dustries for the formation of GRP and regional 
revenues, as well as for the employment of the 
population.

An important turn in the study of resource 
territories, in our opinion, is a detailed de-
scription of approaches to their development 
based on the use of the concepts of “resource 
abundance” and “resource dependence”. At 
the same time, resource abundance is an exog-
enous factor (determined by natural-industry 
characteristics), and “resource dependence is 
endogenous, is formed not only under the in-
fluence of resource abundance, but also under 
the influence of the institutional environment 
and economic policy” (Kurbatova et al., 2019: 
93). Of particular importance is the thesis that 
“resource dependence” forms the orientation 
of prospective development towards resource 
sectors as sources of economic growth, which 
reduces the competitiveness of other centers of 
competence in such territories.

For the Far Eastern macro-region, the 
forms and several results of the manifesta-
tion of state participation in its development 
both at various historical stages (Minakir, 
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Prokapalo, 2017) and within the framework 
of the modern “new” management model 
(Antonova, Lomakina, 2018) have been an-
alyzed in sufficient detail, and a conclusion 
has been drawn about the ambiguity of the 
consequences of the instruments used for the 
macro-region (Izotov, 2017; Minakir, Pro-
kapalo, 2017). Nevertheless, the question re-
mains whether the institutional instruments of 
the “new economic policy” of the state in the 
FEFD are capable of affecting the diversifica-
tion of the macro-region’s economy towards a 
decrease in the share of extractive industries 
and, accordingly, an increase in the share of 
manufacturing industries. Or is the specific-
ity of the economy of the regions of the re-
source type such that it does not respond to 
these instruments and, under the influence of 
institutional innovations, the same raw mate-
rial structure of the economy is reproduced?

The object of consideration in this article 
is the natural resource sector (NRS) of the Far 
Eastern macro-region as part of the mineral 
resources, fisheries and forest complexes. The 
industries of the NRS in the macro-region 
became “stabilizers” in times of crisis and 
“drivers” during periods of economic recov-
ery. Different industries of this sector often 
had multidirectional dynamics of economic 
processes, however, the role of the NRS in 
the Far Eastern economy definitely increased, 
and, above all, the mining complex (Rossi-
iskii Dal’nii Vostok…, 2017). Evaluation of 
the first results of the implementation of cer-
tain instruments of the “new model” for the 
development of the macro-region in its natural 
resource sector (Antonova, Lomakina, 2018), 
monitoring of investment activity in the NRS 
(Lomakina, 2018) also confirmed its increas-
ing importance.

As part of the solution of the research 
problem, in the first part of the article we ex-
amined the responses of economic agents to 
the implantation of the basic instruments of the 
“new model” of development of the Far Eastern 
Federal District. The main emphasis is placed 
on the analysis of investment activity in the 
extraction and primary processing of the basic 
natural resources of the FEFD. In the second 
part of the work, the regions of the FEFD were 

ranked according to the levels of resource de-
pendence using the methodological approach 
proposed in the article (Kurbatova et al., 2019). 
At the same time, the object of assessment has 
been expanded in comparison with the authors 
proposed. The estimation of indicators for 
ranking the Far Eastern and individual Sibe-
rian regions by the degree of resource depen-
dence was carried out for the natural resource 
sector as a whole (extraction of mineral, forest 
and water-biological resources), which corre-
sponds to the economic specialization of the 
macro-region and makes this assessment more 
adequate.

We study the period from 2013 to 2020, 
reflecting the first results of the federal cen-
ter’s implementation of the “new model” of the 
development of the FEFD. As the information 
base, official statistical data, regulatory docu-
ments of the federal and regional levels, analyt-
ical and expert estimates were used.

Discussion

1. Structural priorities of preferential regimes:  
the role of resource industries 

Such instruments of state support as the 
formation of territories with special econom-
ic regimes turned out to be quite demanded 
among investors in the FEFD. According to the 
federal law “On Territories of Advancement 
of Socio-Economic Development in the Rus-
sian Federation” (dated December 29, 2014 No. 
473-ФЗ), residents of the territory of advance-
ment of socio-economic development (ASEZ) 
are granted a number of preferences, including 
priority connection to infrastructure facilities 
created at the expense of state budget funds; 
preferential taxation of residents of the ASEZ; 
preferential amount of insurance contributions 
for the wage fund; reduction in administrative 
burden; application of the procedures of the 
free customs zone; expedited procedures for 
obtaining a building permit, etc. The main con-
dition is the localization of preferences within 
the framework of the ASEZ for the activities 
of its residents. In terms of content and pur-
sued goals, the ASEZs are identical to special 
economic zones (Special Economic Zones…, 
2011).
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At the beginning of 2020, 20 ASEZ were 
created in ten regions of the FEFD.

When considering projects for the in-
clusion of ASEZ, priority was to be given to 
full-cycle industries in the following areas: 
manufacturing sector based on primary re-
sources; petrochemical complex; production 
of construction materials; agro-industrial com-
plex; production of high-tech services; other 
high-tech industries producing high value-add-
ed, export-oriented products.

We conducted an analysis of the number 
of declared and implemented projects in the 
ASEZs in the territories of the FEFD with the 
identification of projects related to the natural 
resource sector (Table 1).

In the macro-region as a whole, the activi-
ty of investors from NRS does not look as high 
in the share of declared projects as one might 
expect, taking into account the natural resource 
specialization of the FEFD. The analysis by re-
gions shows that in the northern regions of the 
FEFD, where the economy is predominantly re-
source-based (Chukotka Autonomous Okrug, 
the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia), Kamchatka 
Territory) there is a higher share of NRS proj-
ects (mainly in mining and fishery) compared 
to the regions of the southern zone of the FEFD 

with a more diversified economy (Khabarovsk 
and Primorsky Territories, Amur Region). 
Nevertheless, in the ASEZ of the southern re-
gions there are a lot of projects both in mining 
and fishery, and in the forest industry. It should 
be noted the high degree of implementation of 
NRS projects in almost all regions (except for 
the ASEZs in the Trans-Baikal Territory and 
the Republic of Buryatia, which are just being 
created). 

Much more realistically, the situation is 
reflected not in the share of projects, but in the 
structure of investment in projects, showing 
the investment activity of the residents of the 
ASEZ. Figure 1 shows the share of investments 
in NRS projects in the total number of projects 
implemented under the ASEZ. 

In most regions of the FEFD, the share of 
investments in NRS projects is dominant, in-
cluding in the four regions the natural resource 
sector accounts for almost all of the invest-
ments in the ASEZs. Investors prefer to invest 
in projects that guarantee the highest com-
mercial efficiency from capital. Taking into 
account the natural resource specialization of 
the economy of the FEFD, such projects have 
always referred, first of all, to the mining, fish-
eries and the forest industry, and these types of 

Table 1. NRS projects in investment projects in the ASEZ, 2015-2019

Regions
The number of projects 

in the ASEZ, units

The share of NRS proj-
ects from the total num-
ber of ASEZ projects, %

The ratio of the num-
ber of implemented and 

declared NRS projects, %
declared implemented declared implemented 

Republic of Buryatia 2 0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Republic of (Sakha) Yakutia 41 29 29,3 41,4 100,0
Trans-Baikal Territory 9 0 66,7 0,0 0,0
Kamchatka Territory 103 85 25,2 24,7 80,8
Primorye Territory 113 80 13,3 15,0 80,0
Khabarovsk Territory 84 63 22,6 28,6 94,7
Amur Region 29 16 20,7 25,0 66,7
Sakhalin Region 38 31 10,5 9,7 75,0
Jewish Autonomus Region 4 3 50,0 66,7 100,0
Chukotka AO 50 41 44,0 41,5 77,3
Total FEED 473 348 24,0 25,6 79,0

Source: calculated according to the data from the website of the Far East Development Corporation. Available at: 
https://erdc.ru 
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activities accounted for the bulk of investment 
in the ASEZs.

The above analysis shows the preservation 
and consolidation of the trend of the predomi-
nance of investments in resource projects in the 
total volume of investments in fixed assets in 
the FEFD (Lomakina, 2018). 

Moreover, in our opinion, in the institu-
tional field of the “new model” for the develop-
ment of the FEFD, a new trend is also emerg-
ing – the modification of the instruments of 
state support for regional development under 
the objective influence of the predominantly 
raw nature of the region’s economy.

One example illustrating such processes 
can be the formation of the ASEZ “Komso-
molsk” in the Khabarovsk Territory, which, 
when created in 2015, had three sites. The 
key activities of this ASEZ at that time were 
declared metal and wood processing, food 
industry, mechanical engineering, mechan-
ical processing, tourism. By 2018, another 4 
new sites were added to this ASEZ, on three 
of which (located quite far from the original 
ASEZ border) resource projects are being im-
plemented: a timber processing complex (in-
vestment volume 1.1 billion rubles) and two 
projects for the extraction and enrichment of 
tin (total investment of 10.5 billion rubles.). 
At the beginning of 2020, at the proposal of 
the regional authorities, the expansion of the 

boundaries of this ASEZ was again discussed 
by joining four land plots for mineral re-
source projects (development of the Malmyzh 
gold-copper deposit, processing of tailings at 
the Solnechnyi mining plant).

Such processes, firstly, violate the princi-
ple of the formation of the ASEZ – the provi-
sion of preferences in localized territories, and, 
secondly, demonstrate the intensification of the 
provision of benefits to mainly resource based 
companies. The authorities are encouraged by 
the existing system for evaluating their activi-
ties: one of the key indicators of creating con-
ditions for the accelerated development of the 
FEFD is the number of created ASEZs and the 
accumulated amount of residents’ investments. 
Based on the volume of investments imple-
mented in the ASEZ projects, NRS projects are 
the most attractive in these respects. 

The instrument for obtaining tax prefer-
ences outside special territories – obtaining 
the status of a “regional investment project” 
(RIP) – was also in demand in the resource sec-
tor of the Far East. The key preferences in the 
framework of this instrument are income tax 
benefits and mineral extraction tax, so mineral 
companies have become the main applicants 
for them. The RIP regime has passed several 
stages in its development. For the initial peri-
od of launching this instrument (2014-2016), 
there were quite strict legal requirements for 

Fig. 1. The share of investments in NRS projects implemented in the ASEZ,  
located in the regions of the FEED

Source: calculated according to the data of the Far East Development Corporation. Available at:  https://erdc.ru
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applicants of benefits, the formation of a spe-
cial RIP Register and inclusion of projects into 
it by decision of regional government bodies. 
The result of this period was the registration 
as a RIP of a small number of mineral projects 
in selected Far Eastern regions. In 2016, under 
the pressure of resource based companies, at 
the federal level significant amendments were 
made to the RIP formation procedure: liberal-
ization of the financial barrier (by volume of 
investments), change in the validity period of 
preferences (for investments made since Janu-
ary 1, 2013), introduction of a notification pro-
cedure for receiving benefits (without coordi-
nation with regional authorities and inclusion 
in the register) (Lomakina, 2018). The unex-
pected loss of control over these processes at 
the regional level, the threat of the growth of 
uncontrolled shortfalls in regional budgets led 
to active actions by the governing bodies of 
several regions to refuse these preferences.

For example, in the Chukotka Autono-
mous Okrug, currently only three large gold 
mining companies form more than half of the 
region’s own revenues. According to experts, 
the annual falling-out incomes of the regional 
budget only due to preferences under the RIP 
can amount to more than 1 billion rubles (from 
50% to 70% of all mineral extraction tax). 
Therefore, in 2018, a legislative initiative was 
launched in the Chukotka Autonomous Okrug 
to exclude it from the regions, in the territo-
ry of which, when implementing the RIP, it is 
not necessary to include the organization in 
the register of participants and, accordingly, 
to coordinate with the regional authorities. In 
the Khabarovsk Territory, in the structure of 
the economy of which the resource sectors are 
not dominant, at the beginning of 2020, log-
ging, coal mining and processing, mining of 
metallurgical ores and other minerals, as well 
as production of precious metals were exclud-
ed from the list of activities covered by the 
RIP regime.

Thus, the liberalization of the RIP regime 
in the interests of resource based companies has 
led to the emergence of negative “institution-
al externalities” for the regions, which, in our 
opinion, is also a confirmation of the emerging 
modification of state support tools for regional 

development under the objective influence of 
the predominantly raw materials nature of the 
economy of the Far East.

An equally important mechanism of the 
“new model” for the development of the mac-
roregion is government support for investment 
projects, the practical implementation of which 
can give a significant effect for the Far East. To 
date, this procedure has not only been worked 
out normatively, but the results have already 
been obtained. In 2015-2018 several stages of 
the selection of investment projects for direct 
state support in the form of subsidies for the 
creation and reconstruction of infrastructure 
in the framework of investment projects were 
carried out. During the selection process, more 
than fifty projects in various sectors were con-
sidered and 13 investment projects were select-
ed for state support, 8 of which were in mining 
and 1 in the forest industry. Subsidies from 
the federal budget in 2015-2020 were planned 
at 32.5 billion rubles, with more than 90% of 
these funds being allocated to support mineral 
projects. At the beginning of 2020, the Gov-
ernment of the Russian Federation decided to 
supplement the list with two more mineral re-
sources projects – development of the Pravour-
miysky tin ore deposit (Khabarovsk Territory) 
and the Nasedkino gold deposit (Trans-Baikal 
Territory). State support for these projects will 
amount to more than 1.6 billion rubles.

The mechanism of direct state support of 
investment projects for solving infrastructure 
problems is of a general nature. However, in 
fact, resource projects are still recognized as 
being in line with the strategic goals of the 
region’s development and creating the maxi-
mum social and economic effect in the region, 
competitive both for private investors and the 
state.

It should be noted the positive importance 
of the state support instrument for expanding 
the raw material base. Firstly, new deposits 
that did not have such prospects before could 
be involved in the development, and secondly, 
this expands the development opportunities for 
“junior” companies in the Far East. But all to-
gether, this is still aimed at the growth of the 
mineral sector in the structure of the economy 
of the macro-region.
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2. Dynamics of resource dependence  
of the regions of the FEFD during  
the implementation of the “new model”  
of development

One of the objectives of our study is to find 
out whether the role of resource industries in the 
macro-region’s economy is reduced in terms 
of contribution to GRP. To find the answer to 
this question, we analyzed the structure of the 
economy of the regions of the FEFD using the 
approach described in the article (Kurbatova et 
al., 2019). This paper presents a classification 
of resource-type regions based on the follow-
ing criteria: the share of the extractive sector in 
GRP and the ratio of the share of extractive and 
manufacturing sectors in GRP. The authors 
ranked and distributed among the selected 
groups the regions of the Russian Federation.

Using this approach, but with the inclu-
sion of all natural resource sectors in the as-
sessment, we obtained a ranked characteristic 
of the resource dependence of the regions of the 
FEFD (Table 2).

The study showed that all regions of the 
Far Eastern Federal District belong to re-
source-type regions, but of varying degrees 
of dependence. This was reflected in their 
distribution into 3 groups: with very high, 
high and middle levels of resource depen-
dence. It should be noted that the regions of 
the FEFD that were not included in the group 
of resource-dependent in the classification in 
the article (Kurbatova et al., 2019), with more 
complete consideration of natural resource 
sectors, fell into regions with a middle level 
of resource dependence. Moreover, the con-
sideration of indicators in dynamics shows 
an increase in the resource dependence of the 
regions. For example, if the Jewish Autono-
mous Region at the beginning of the period 
could be characterized as a region with a mid-
dle level of resource dependence, then by 2017 
its characteristic is a region with a high level 
of resource dependence. This reflects the real 
situation in this region: at present, the main 
macroeconomic indicators of the economy in 
the region are determined by the launch of a 

Table 2. Dynamics of the distribution of regions of the Far Eastern FD  
by levels of resource dependence, % 

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
regions with very high level of resource dependence 

Republic of (Sakha) Yakutia 45,3/26,6 46,4/29,0 50,8/33,9 52,8/52,8 50,0/45,5
Chukotka Autonomous Okrug 36,3/181,5 44,1/220,5 49,1/70,1 50,3/125,8 46,5/93,0
Magadan Region 21,7/9,0 21,6/10,8 34,6/20,4 47,0/26,1 45,4/26,7
Sakhalin Region 64,8/17,5 68,7/32,7 63,9/30,4 59/21,1 64,0/20,6

regions with high level of resource dependence 
Amur Region 16,9/3,8 19,2/5,1 24,8/5,9 20,9/6,1 18,4/3,6
Kamchatka Territory 19/1,9 20,4/2,3 25,4/2,6 29,3/2,9 26,3/2,5
Trans-Baikal Territory 15,0/4,9 13,0/3,2 17,0/3,5 19,5/3,8 18,8/3,3

regions with an middle level of resource dependence 
Republic of Buryatia 9,1/0,6 9,2/0,5 10,2/0,6 10,4/0,8 9,2/0,9
Primorye Territory 9,5/1,1 10,8/1,1 11,0/1,3 10,6/1,2 9,3/0,9
Khabarovsk Territory 11,4/1,5 10,1/1,1 12,5/1,1 12,3/1,1 12,6/1,2
Jewish Autonomus Region 7,7/1,3 11,6/2,0 12,8/2,5 12,1/2,2 16,9/2,1

Note: in the numerator – share of the natural resource sector in the GRP, %; in the denominator – ratio of the shares 
of the natural resource /manufacturing sector in the GRP, %. 

Source: calculated according to the classification in (Kurbatova et al., 2019) and data of Regiony Rossii (Regions of 
Russia)) (2017, 2019).
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large-scale resource project (Kimkano-Su-
tarsky mining plant).

Figure 2 shows the change in the share of 
GRP in the natural resource industries at two 
time points (2013 and 2017), reflecting the pe-
riod of introduction and operation of the insti-
tutional instruments of the “new model” for the 
development of the FEFD. During this time the 
share of GRP in most regions either increased 
or remained virtually unchanged. 

It can be concluded that the “new model” 
of the development of the FEFD during the last 
five years is aimed at consolidating and even 
increasing resource dependence in the mac-
ro-region’s economy. Under the influence of 
institutional innovations its same raw material 
structure is reproduced. The practice of imple-
menting institutional innovations in the FEFD 
indicates that not only the institutional orga-
nization determines the level and dynamics 
of resource dependence, but also the objective 
specificity (resource abundance of the region) 
modifies these instruments.

Conclusion
The study of state stimulation of the de-

velopment of a resource-type regions by the 

example of assessing the effects of certain 
institutional mechanisms of the “new” mod-
el for the Far Eastern macro-region confirms 
the thesis that “the institutional organization 
of resource-type economies is largely de-
termined by their resource-industry char-
acteristics, but not directly, and indirectly, 
through the actions of dominant political 
and economic actors. They are the subjects 
of institutional design, creating a demand 
for certain rules of the game and actively 
participating in the processes of their devel-
opment and implementation” (Kurbatova et 
al., 2019: 95).

For the Far Eastern and Siberian regions, 
the concrete results of such an institutional de-
sign in the period under review were:

1) a further increase in the importance of 
resource sectors in their economies;

2) modification of institutional instru-
ments for the development of the region in the 
interests of large resource-based companies 
(for example, the “erosion” of territories of spe-
cial preferential regimes);

3) negative institutional externalities for 
the regional economy from liberalization of the 
RIP regime in natural resource sectors;

Fig. 2. Share of the natural resource sector in the GRP of the FEED’ regions, 2013 and 2017, %
Source: calculated according to data of Regiony Rossii (Regions of Russia)) (2017, 2019)



– 450 –

Natalia Е. Antonova and Natalia V. Lomakina. Institutional Innovations for the Development of the East of Russia…

4) the formation of “multidimensional 
benefit packages” (ASEZ regime preferences 
plus direct subsidies from the federal budget) 
for individual large resource-based companies 
that exhibit rent-oriented behavior (for exam-
ple, PJSC Rusolovo, RFP Group timber indus-
try holding).

In addition, the growth of resource depen-
dence of the regions of the East of Russia is 
also manifested in their assessment of strategic 
prospects. As the analysis showed (Lomakina, 
2019), to the “depth” of 10-15 years, significant 
structural changes in their economies are not 
expected. In most areas of the macro-region, 

extractive industries remain the key areas of 
development and the main drivers of their eco-
nomic growth.

The task of overcoming negative im-
pacts and turning them into positive effects 
requires taking into account and evaluating 
the institutional environment, and searching 
for possible instruments for managing it in 
the desired direction. What is needed is pre-
ventive work with institutional design: cal-
culating not only the economic efficiency of 
projects, but also the expected effectiveness 
of institutional measures and preferential re-
gimes.
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Институциональные новации  
для развития Востока России:  
эффекты реализации в ресурсном регионе

Н.Е. Антонова, Н.В. Ломакина
Институт экономических исследований ДВО РАН 
Российская Федерация, Хабаровск 

Аннотация. Исследованы отклики экономических агентов на имплантацию 
в 2013-2020 гг. институциональных инструментов «новой модели» развития 
Дальневосточного макрорегиона. Подтверждено закрепление тенденции 
преобладания инвестиций в ресурсные проекты в общем объеме инвестиций в 
основной капитал в макрорегионе. Получены новые результаты, подтверждающие 
влияние преимущественно сырьевого характера экономики региона на 
трансформацию институтов, выраженную через: модификацию институциональных 
инструментов развития региона и формирование множественности 
преференциальных режимов  в интересах крупных сырьевых компаний; появление 
отрицательных институциональных экстерналий для региональной экономики 
при реализации отдельных институциональных инструментов в сырьевых 
отраслях. Проведено ранжирование дальневосточных и отдельных сибирских 
регионов по степени ресурсной зависимости с расчетом выбранных индикаторов 
для ресурсного сектора в целом (добыча полезных ископаемых, лесных и водно-
биологических ресурсов), что соответствует экономической специализации 
макрорегиона и делает такую оценку более адекватной. Показано, что результатом 
реализации «новой модели» развития в исследуемом периоде стал рост ресурсной 
зависимости в экономике Дальневосточного макрорегиона. Полученные оценки 
демонстрируют противоречие между целевыми задачами, институциональными 
инструментами и первыми результатами реализации «новой модели» развития 
Дальнего Востока. Проведенное исследование позволяет получить новые знания 
на стыке отдельных теоретических и прикладных научных направлений: оценки 
эффективности государственной региональной политики; роли природных 
ресурсов в экономическом развитии; институционального проектирования.

Ключевые слова: государственная региональная политика, преференциальные 
режимы, ресурсный регион, ресурсная зависимость, природно-ресурсный сектор, 
Дальневосточный макрорегион.
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