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AHHOTAIUA:

Hamra craThs HampaBiieHa Ha HCCIICIOBAaHME KadyecTBa >KM3HHM, a TAKXKE YPOBHS
)KU3HU B pa3nuHbiXx pernoHax Poccuiickoii ®Pepepauuu. s gaHHOrO
UCCJIEOBAHUS MBI BRIOpAJIM TPU PETHMOHA C Pa3HBIM YPOBHEM U KaYECTBOM JKH3HH,
a uMeHHO: MockoBckas ob6sacth, YensOunckas obnacts U Anraiickuil kpai. Jls
MOJIHOTO aHaJiu3a Mbl O3HAKOMUJIMCH C MOKa3aTeNIsIMU YPOBHS KU3HHU, a TaKXKe
MPOAHATM3UPOBAIIU (DAKTOPHI, KOTOPHIE BIAUSIOT HA YPOBEHDb KMU3HU HACEIICHUS.
MpbI cpaBHUIIM PETHOHBI C BBICOKMM, CPEIHUM M HHU3KMM YPOBHEM U KadueCTBOM
)u3HUM. Ha ocHOBe Halero WCClIeqOBaHUs MBI BBISBIIIM IKOHOMHYECKOE
coJiep)KaHKE MIPUINH, 10 KOTOPHIM TOT WJIM HHOM CyOBEKT 3aHUMAET CBOIO ITO3HITHIO

B PEUTHHTE.

KiaroueBble cioBa: YPOBCHb JKHU3HU, COIII/IaJ'IBHO-G)KOHOMI/I‘IeCKI/Iﬁ peﬁTHHF,
9KOHOMHKA, SKOHOMHYCCKHC II0Ka3aTCiIu, PEruoOHbl, PEruOHAJIbLHLBIC 6IO,Z[}K€TBI,

Ka4yCCTBO XKHU3HH, 06J'IaCTB, 6IOI[)KCTHBI€ CpeacTBa, 9KOJOrusid 1 3JpaBOOXPaHCHUC
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Annotation.

Our article is intended on research of quality of life and standards of living in
different regions of Russian Federation. We decided to choose three different regions
with different quality and standards of living for this research. These regions are
Moscow region, Chelyabinsk region and Altay region. We overviewed and analyzed
some statistics, indicators and factors that influence quality and standards of living
to do a full analyzes.

We compared regions with high, average and low quality and standards of
living in our research. Based on this analysis, we identified economic reasons, why
every region takes its place in rating.

Key words: standards of living, socio-economic rating, economics, economic
indicators, regions, regional budgets, life quality, area, budgetary funds, ecology and

health care.
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Quality of life is one of the most important indicators of development of the
regions. Definition of quality of life includes many different points such as
economic, social, and demographic and many other living conditions [2].

Quiality of life is a board category, what causes a huge variability during the
analyses of economic indicators. There are three methods of quality of life and
standards of living rating formation in Russia, these are objective, subjective and
combined. We consider combined method to be the most appropriate for this rating.
The main difficulty during the rating formation is a huge difference between its
indicators. However, there are some factors that are widely assumed, they are
ecology, health care and peaceful existence. First two indicators directly depend on
economic situation in the country or region where these factors are
paccmarpuBarorcs. Ecological situation depends on ways of use of natural resources
inaregion. There is a need in a good economic environment and government subsidy
for companies to have money to improve the way they use natural recourses. Good
health care system requires a well working tax base and right funds distribution.
Even peaceful existence depends on economics, because work of government and
police is funded from the budget.

Table 1 - Socio-economic situation of Russian regions rating and main indicators

of this rating. [3]

Constituent | Position | Population | Share of Amount of | Revenue
entities of in socio- | for one bed | captured registered | of the state
Russian economic |ina and crimes budget,
Federation | situation | hospital neutralized | Per 100 millions of
of (person) air 000 people | rubles
Russian pollutants
regions
Moscow 6 135,2 74,2 1198 551730,5
region
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Chelyabinsk | 22 131,4 84,6 1844 163000,7
region
Altay region |52 103,2 73,0 1880 99464,7

As we can see, Moscow region, which takes higher position in Socio-
economic situation of Russian regions rating, is the is leading by two indicators.
However, share of captured and neutralized air pollutants indicator is not that easy
to analyze. Ecological situation in Chelyabinsk region is in bad conditions, despite
the high amount of captured and neutralized air pollutants; there were 597 tons of
harmful uncaptured pollutants vented into atmosphere in Chelyabinsk region at the
beginning of 2017 year, due to Rosstat. There were about 253 tons of pollutants
vented into the atmosphere at the same time in Moscow region.

Moscow region has a bigger tax base in comparison with Chelyabinsk region
and as a result, there formed a bigger budget to improve quality of live and standards
of living in Moscow region. Moreover, there is a huge difference between region’s
budgets, Moscow’s budget a few times higher, when other indicators are almost at

the same level. It may mean that some regions use their budgets in inefficient way.

Table 2 - Expenditure of a budget by regions for healthcare and ecology. [4] [5]

Region Intergovernmental transfers, | Costs on ecological events,
millions of rub millions of rubbles

Moscow 20757 3712

region

Chelyabinsk 249 540

region

Returning to the subject of inefficient usage of budgets we can look through

the table above. Government of the Moscow region spends huge sums of money
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from the budget to improve health care and ecological situation in this region

Nevertheless these indicators are almost the same both in Moscow and in

Chelyabinsk regions. It means that region spend its money inefficiently, insufficient
government control over the government and commercial companies.

In conclusion, we can way that position of the region in Socio-economic
situation of Russian regions rating highly depends on the amount of money region
gets and the way it spends these money for maintenance and development quality
of live and standards of living. Objects of expenditure of regions budgets require
permanent monitoring and control to increase efficiency of its usage. Research of
live quality can help to identify methods to improve situation in a region, so region
can take a hire position in Socio-economic situation of Russian regions rating.
Moreover, this research can help to reveal change dynamic and form complex
representation of economic reasons for advance or decline of current situation of
quality of live. There is a need in extra money for organization of control over
budged spending. It should be noted, Moscow region takes its position in Socio-
economic situation of Russian regions rating because in comparison with other
regions it has a high amount of money in funds for improving live quality events,
but spend it inefficiently. There is a vise verse situation in Chelyabinsk region, this
region spend a poor amount of money on maintaining quality of live, but does it
very well. In Altay region, the last region in our list, both of indicators has bad
results. Budget in this region is small and government of the regions use it without

a proper control.
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