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Formation of the resident population in the main cities of the Primorsk territory and the southern zone of the Far East

The article analyses contemporary socio-economic potential, specific features of development and the dynamic of population in the main cities of the Primorsk territory. Absolute and relative indicators of the natural movement and migration flows, parameters of employment, unemployment and demand for manpower in the local labor markets in the cities of Vladivostok and Ussuriysk are analyzed. The results of sociological surveys conducted in 2013 – 2014 in Vladivostok and Ussuriysk directed on identification of the stimulating and constraining migratory motivations of inhabitants are described. Evaluations of the quality and availability of the social sphere services are given in the cities of Vladivostok and Ussuriysk. The article presents expected variants of the permanent resident population in the main cities of the southern zone of the Far East till 2030, formed under the influence of natural factors and migratory movements taking into account the strategic objectives of national and territorial level at the Pacific boundaries of Russia.
В статье рассматриваются современный социально-экономический потенциал, особенности развития и динамика численности населения в опорных городах Приморского края. Анализируются абсолютные и относительные параметры естественного движения и миграционных потоков, параметры занятости, безработицы и потребности в трудовых ресурсах на локальных рынках труда  в городах Владивостоке и Уссурийске. Описываются результаты социологических опросов, проведенных в 2013 – 2014 гг. во Владивостоке и Уссурийске, направленные на выявление стимулирующих и сдерживающих миграционных мотиваций жителей. Приведены оценки качества и доступности услуг социальной сферы в гг. Владивостоке и Уссурийске. Представлены прогнозные варианты численности постоянного населения в опорных городах южной зоны Дальнего Востока до 2030 г., формируемые под влиянием естественных факторов и миграционных перемещений с учетом стратегических целей национального и территориального уровней на тихоокеанских рубежах России.
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Modern development of the Far East is happening under the influence of intensive transformational processes directed on the improvement of the system of moving which developed during the Soviet period. Economic resources, including population and labor potential, are redistributed in favor of the southern zone of the region where the main capacities and dynamically developing infrastructure are concentrated. As a result, the role of social and economic centers which accumulate the labor force, financial, commodity and migration flows was taken by the southern settlements, among which the cities of the Primorsk territory have special place.

For January 1, 2014, 1 million 938.6 thousand people lived on the territory of the Primorsk territory, and the share of urban population fixed by statistics made 76,7% [1, p.11]. Technically, inhabitants of settlements with the administrative status of the city or settlement of city type (there are 12 and 28 of those, respectively) are considered citizens [2, p. 365]. However not all city settlements are those on population and social and economic parameters. According to criteria of the theory of a differential urbanization in the territory of the Primorsk territory it is possible to allocate one large city – Vladivostok, four averages – Ussuriysk, Nakhodka, Artyom and Arsen’ev (the last is carried on economic potential), and also 7 small cities [3, p. 53 – 55].

The main social and economic capacity of the region is concentrated in the cities numbering more than 100 thousand people. Almost ¾ of fixed assets are concentrated here, on which more than 60% of manpower of edge are occupied. The enterprises of manufacturing industry, engaged in production and distribution of the electric power, gas and water, provide nearly 2/3 regional volumes of the shipped goods, the performed works and services [2, p. 366 – 367]. Considerable concentration of the population (more than a half of all inhabitants of edge) in borders of these cities causes development of the food industry and trade, construction and production of construction materials. High transport availability, more diversified economy, investment appeal and the developed social infrastructure is characteristic for them. These cities, highly different in economic and social activity, apply for the role of basic centers of moving in the south of Primorye. We will examine the largest of them.

Modern Vladivostok – the large economic, political and cultural center, the modern trade and financial, transport and logistics, sea, fishery, scientific and educational and cultural center of Russia on the Pacific coast presents interests of Russia to in the Pacific. The territory of the city district including five intercity areas and five rural settlements attributed to it makes 561,5 sq.km (0,3% of the territory of the region), with 630 027 people living here (32,5% of the population of the Primorsk territory). For the ten-year period (since the beginning of 2004 prior to the beginning of 2014) the number of inhabitants of the Vladivostok city district grew by 16.6 thousand persons that made 2,7% of the beginning of 2004. Besides during first five years (2004 – 2008) the number of inhabitants reduced by 8,2 thousand people, and then in the subsequent five-years period (2009 – 2013) – increased by 24,8 thousand people, having formed a demographic wave with various fluctuations of the natural and migratory movement. Thanks to the improved age structure of the citizens, in comparison with the all-regional indicators, birth rate in the city in 2012 compared with 2008 increased by 10,6% against 9,0% in general on the territory. However, probably because of the low rates of decline in mortality (for 2008 – 2012 it decreased by 7,6%in the region, by 4,4%in Vladivostok) the natural increase remained negative till 2013. The number increased by 7,5% in 2013 in comparison with 2011; mortality for the same period decreased by 4,7% [4, p. 7, 18; 5, p. 10 – 12; 6, p. 43].

The positive balance of migration in Vladivostok is provided by the intra-regional and international migrations, and migratory interaction with other regions of Russia that in general is characteristic for subjects of the Far East federal district shows negative balance. So, in 2011 the positive migratory gain in 7.4 thousand people was completely provided with intra-regional and international migration at a negative indicator of interregional interactions (-961 people). In 2012 the gain was lower as the number of migrants on intraregional and international migration was reduced by 35,3% (after completion of construction and arrangement of objects to the APEC summit). In 2013 the increase in migratory balance and a positive natural increase gave Vladivostok the increase in the number of citizens of 4,2 thousand people. Thanks to the developing positive changes in natural reproduction and migration, the population in the city district by the beginning of 2014 reached 630 thousand people. Vladivostok won the first place in population among all cities of the Far East.

The Ussuriysk city district consists of the city of Ussuriysk (it was founded in 1866, and the status was given in 1898) and 37 rural settlements. This municipality was given the status of city district on August 6, 2004. The territory of the Ussuriysk city district makes 3625,5 sq.km (2,2% of the territory of the region), with population of 192 844 people (for January 1, 2014) or every tenth inhabitant of the Primorsk territory [5, p. 7, 10]. The Ussuriysk city district is transport knot which strategic situation is of great importance for all Far East region of Russia. Therefore the city and the adjacent area have developed infrastructure, including the market of automobile cargo transportation. The freights imported from the People's Republic of China are distributed from Ussuriysk across the all Far East.

The dynamics of population in Ussuriysk, as well as in Vladivostok, is the subject to fluctuations of the natural and migratory movement. Since 1990th years and up to 2012 the natural increase fluctuated with different amplitude within negative sizes. Birth rate in 2012 in comparison with 2008 in Ussuriysk grew by 16,4% that is one and a half times higher than in Vladivostok and 1.8 times above than in the Primorsk territory in general. Mortality reduced considerably, by 6,5%, for the same period. The number of births increased in 2013 in comparison with 2011 by 11,5% (more than in Vladivostok), while the deaths decreased by 1,5% (less than in Vladivostok). As a result in Ussuriysk, as well as in Vladivostok, the natural increase albeit insignificant, was registered (+66 people) [5, page 12; 6, page 44].

The population increased in Ussuriysk got a steady tendency for growth not only for the natural reasons in recent years, but also thanks to migration. The positive migratory balance in Ussuriysk, as well as in Vladivostok, is provided generally due to intra-regional and international movements, the exchange of the population between Ussuriysk and regions of other federal districts of Russia shows negative balance. Nevertheless, the migratory situation in the basic centers of Primorye – Vladivostok and Ussuriysk – develops much better, than in the Primorsk territory in general. As a result of more positive processes of the natural and migratory movement, the gender and age structure of the cities of Vladivostok and Ussuriysk improved in comparison with the Primorsk territory in general. So, on January 1, 2013 the share of able-bodied population in them is higher (the Primorsk territory – 61,6%, Vladivostok – 65,6%. Ussuriysk – 64,8%), a share of the senior population is lower (respectively 22,5%; 21,3% and 19,2%). The number of able-bodied people in Vladivostok is lower than in the region in general (13,1% and 15,9%), in Ussuriysk this indicator approximately at the average level (16,0% and 15,9%).

The analysis of employment, unemployment and the demand for labor resources ratio for the cities of Vladivostok and Ussuriysk and in general in the Primorsk territory showed that number of employed grows in these cities, but faster than in the region (for 2008 – 2012 in Vladivostok – for 7.0%, in Ussuriysk – for 3,7%, in Primorye – for 0,7%). The demand for additional resources for the same period in the region grew by 17,2%, in Vladivostok, on the contrary, decreased and made in 2012 70,4% of the level of 2008, in Ussuriysk – 94,8%. The number of officially registered unemployed reduced: by the beginning of 2014 in comparison with 2013 in Primorye –by 12,8%, in Vladivostok – 19,3% and in Ussuriysk – 9,6%. Load of the unemployed population of 100 declared vacancies made in general in the Primorsk territory in 2013 43,3 persons, in 2014 – 31,2 people, in Vladivostok respectively 13,8 people and 11,4 people, in Ussuriysk – 16,9 people and 9,5 people [5, page 14 – 15, 70].

Undoubtedly, an important factor of development of local labor markets is their payment level: in the regional capital it on average exceeds the average indicators by 15 – 20%, while lower by 8 – 12% Ussuriysk and by 23 – 25% of Vladivostok. Nevertheless, the average monthly salary grows both in the region, and in its basic centers, but various rates. In general in the territory in 2013 compared to 2012 it grew by 9,2% and made 29969,6 rub, in Vladivostok – for 9,4% (35020,4 rub), in Ussuriysk – only for 6,9% (26999,5 rub). However taking into account inflationary processes the growth of real wage was practically unnoticable: in the territory the growth was only 2,8% (2013 by 2012) in Vladivostok – 3,0% and Ussuriysk – only 0,6%. The average size of pension in the territory for January 1, 2014 made 10224,4 rub, in Vladivostok – 10746,8 rub and in Ussuriysk – 9913,9 rub. Therefore the considerable part of pensioners do not use their right to leave for deserved rest: in general in the Primorsk territory from total number of working pensioners is 39,0%, in Vladivostok – 49,4%, Ussuriysk – 33,9%.

Considering that the size of a living wage in the Primorsk territory in 2012 made 7700 rub and grew in comparison with 2010 by 14,9% it is possible to understand pensioners (and many of them are qualified specialists and are really demanded in a national economy), who try to compensate the objective decrease in a standard of living [4, p. 11; 5, p. 16, 18]. Nevertheless, as it is established by research, needs of employers don't become covered at the expense of the available work resources, and, therefore, for Primorye and its main strong points the essential role is played by migration.

Productivity of migration in the basic centers of Primorye – in Vladivostok and Ussuriysk – is positive which is caused by rather favorable factors forming motivation of migratory behavior. If in 2012 101.5 people left the Primorsk territory by 100 people who arrived, in Vladivostok only 85,4 people, Ussuriysk – 68,8 people. Surveys of residents of Vladivostok and Ussuriysk conducted in 2013 – 2014 showed that satisfaction or dissatisfaction with living conditions of local population significantly influence their migratory installations. It was offered to respondents to estimate quality, availability and development of the social sphere of the cities in which they live (fig. 1) on a five-point scale.
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Fig. 1.Estimate of living conditions by the respondents

In general on a five-point scale respondents estimated quality of life in the studied cities at the level of 3,1 – 3,3 points which is possible to interpret as "in principle are satisfied with the available conditions, but hope for positive changes". Besides residents of Vladivostok unlike Ussuriysk gave high estimate to education, the cultural and sports sphere and medical care that is quite explainable as educational and medical institutions of intra-regional and federal level are concentrated in the regional capital, the infrastructure for carrying out mass sporting and cultural and spectacular events is developed there. The range of high-quality medical services isn't available to residents of Ussuriysk, as a result, to support their health, to carry out important preventive or expeditious actions, they should leave for Vladivostok, to incur additional expenses, visiting paid clinics.

Higher estimates of level of average, preschool and that the most important, the higher education, in Vladivostok confirm its appeal to the youth coming here to study not only from all the Primorsk territory, but also from the other subjects of the Far-Eastern federal district, and also for the families wishing to give to the children a good education. The modern system of the long-distance and international transport connecting both cities, apparently, was the reason for high level of appreciation of development of a transport network. However respondents from Vladivostok were less happy with quality of a road network, despite implementation of large infrastructure projects and introduction to a system of modern bridges and outcomes. The housing and communal services level was considered low by all interrogated respondents that testifie to essential claims from the citizens to the local governing bodies.

But if the residents of Ussuriysk estimated an improvement of housing and communal services on 3 points, the residents of Vladivostok, paying tribute to positive changes of appearance of the city (on improvement level the average assessment made 3,5 points), stated negative attitude to its contents (on a condition of housing and communal services – 2,6 points). The special alarm is caused by the mutually low estimates of the quality of drinking water. In Ussuriysk inhabitants’ state alarm in relation to purity of the air, regarding it strongly polluted as a result of work of motor transport, the energy industries enterprises and the industry. It testifies to an adverse ecological situation which developed in the studied cities.

The indirect comparative assessment of living conditions in the surveyed cities was made on the basis of answers to a question that respondents would advise the relatives or acquaintances from other regions of the country concerning moving to these settlements. In Ussuriysk 67% of respondents wouldn't advise the relatives’ migration to the city, in Vladivostok – 54%. Though it is necessary to consider that value judgment very strongly depends on internal belief and installations of the respondents, and also on results of the comparisons which are carried out by them between the available experience and own ideas of level and quality of life in a specific place.

For those who stated intention to leave the constant place of residence (in Vladivostok – 45% of respondents, in Ussuriysk – 58%) it was offered to estimate the importance of various reasons of both economic, and not economic character. In Vladivostok "the high cost of life" (79,3% of respondents), and also "a dissatisfaction with the available work and a salary" (68.9%) were called the most important factors of population shift by respondents. For potential migrants from Ussuriysk the most powerful reason besides aforementioned (70,4% and 71% respectively), "the low level of social services" (74,9%) that was already mentioned and is very characteristic for the cities of the corresponding scale [3, page 56]. The feeling of remoteness at the respondents of two cities appeared on the fourth place in the rating of factors stimulating migration apparently both Ussuriysk (70,1%) and Vladivostok (67,3%) are equally far from the Central Russia. But if in Ussuriysk "the unreasonable desire to live in other place" arises only at 64,5% of the interrogated respondents, in Vladivostok – at 68,7%. The least significant reasons influencing migratory motivations were called "a dissatisfaction with housing" (45,3% of respondents in Ussuriysk and 40,1% in Vladivostok), "there are no conditions for own development" (42,8% and 39,9% respectively).

Thus, if the economic and social situation in the city is worse, there are more reasons to leave it among population. At the same time the factor of crime and the international conflicts, as the possible reason of departure, in the cities was noted only by a third of respondents that testifies in general to rather quiet criminological situation and lack of ethnic strife.

As the reasons constraining migration, respondents from Vladivostok most often pointed to existence of work and social communications (i.e. a family, native, relatives, friends) – 75,6% and 70,1% of respondents respectively. This result from the fact that there is a more developed and differentiated labor market capable to provide a wide choice of workplaces with various level of a payment in the regional capital. For this reason for residents of Vladivostok moving is interfaced, first of all, with risk of loss of a stable income source in a case of lack of work of an appropriate level on a new place. In rural towns with an average economic potential which Ussuriisk belongs to, the stabilizing factor is not work and a constant source of the income (constrains 71,5% of respondents), but the opportunity to lean on the developed circle of close people and relatives (75,8% appreciate social communications), ready to support at a difficult moment. The social and psychological vacuum and uncertainty in itself appeared a limiting factor for 69,3% of the interrogated respondents from Ussuriysk and 62,2% from Vladivostok. The housing and financial restrictions constrain slightly more than a half of respondents. Such results, most likely, are explained by the fact that existence of own apartment at becomes not an obstacle, but, on the contrary, financial help, and the constant place of work and worthy payment reduce not only the level of financial restrictions, but also migratory motivation.

Thus, migratory mobility, and, therefore, formation of resident population, directly depends on economic and social situation of the specific settlement. In Vladivostok, as more developed from two surveyed cities, the share of potential migrants among respondents appeared the smallest, and estimates of social and economic conditions of accommodation – the highest. As a result, among the factors stimulating departure at respondents from Vladivostok the most significant are: the high cost of life, feeling of isolation from the Center of Russia (which depends not only on geographical distance, but in many respects is defined by transport tariffs for its overcoming) and a dissatisfaction with salary (that, undoubtedly, corresponds to the increasing prices of consumer goods and services and decreasing in payment ability). In Ussuriysk the low level of social services, bad climate and ecology were added to the number of the most essential factors reducing comfortable living conditions besides listed above.

Nevertheless, the conducted research showed that considerable part of the surveyed residents of Vladivostok and Ussuriysk named the existence of social communications and social installations among the number of limiting factors that, in principle, is possible to characterize as a sign of rooting and stability. The created extensive social communications within the places of residence, attachment to a residence, fear to lose more than to get when moving, i.e. social mental sets, allow to assume that the layer of resident population in the studied cities, not intending to leave out of its limits, at least, formed during the long period. Therefore, for this part of the population it is necessary to form the increased comfort of living conditions, creating thereby the examples and samples of the high quality standards of life attractive to potential migrants from the outside, considering strategic objectives of the state at the Pacific parts of the country.

"Demographic potential of the considered macroeconomic zone and labor market in the predicted period will be formed under the influence of the following processes: first, it isn't necessary to expect mass resettlement of the population from other regions of Russia to the Far East, even to the Southern, the most comfortable in natural and social and economic parameters of the accommodation  zone which can be quite competitive in the national and international labor markets. … And without attraction of highly qualified personnel the creation knowledge-intensive productions in the Southern zone, as well as technological modernization in traditional branches of economy, is not to be expected. … This, in turn, will demand modernization of the existing system of housing and communal services, health care and education. … Secondly, the growing economy will feel need not only for highly skilled labor, but also for the unskilled. … Thirdly, in condition of strengthening of the integration communications between the Far East of Russia and the adjacent countries one should expect the stimulation of inter-country migration" [7, p. 695 – 697]. There is a question of potential opportunities of accumulation of population potential in the basic cities of the southern zone of the Far East taking into account the developed tendencies of natural reproduction and migratory movements of the population. There are, at least, two versions of an assessment of the perspective population in reference points of the southern zone Vladivostok, Khabarovsk, Blagoveshchensk and Birobidzhan).

The first assessment is based on data on presumable population of the Russian Federation till 2030 (published in 2010 by Federal State Statistics Service of the Russian Federation) and the developed distribution of the population of the cities of respective subjects of Federation [4; 5, page 10; 8, page 11; 9; 10]. Even assuming from a preliminary assumption that, despite the decreasing demographic trend of Far Easterners predicted by Rosstat in general, process of concentration of the population in the basic cities will proceed, the received estimates show that the probability of succession of events by low and average version of the forecast is very small. Over the last 5 years Vladivostok, Khabarovsk and Blagoveshchensk, not only didn't lose, but even increased population potential, and the decrease in Birobidzhan made less than 1,5%. Process of concentration of the population in the cities not only didn’t slow down, and, on the contrary, increased the rates. Therefore by high version of the forecast the number of residents of Vladivostok by 2030 can make 655,8 thousand people, Khabarovsk – 654 thousand people, Blagoveshchensk – 232,7 thousand people, Birobidzhan – 83,1 thousand people.

The second version of presumable of population is based on a strategic objective of social and economic development of the Far East which is strengthening of geopolitical positions of Russia in the Pacific Rim on the basis of steady accumulation of military, economic and demographic potentials here. Achievement of the goal requires formation of the large centers of continuous accommodation of the population – the role that can be carried out by the basic centers of settlement which are especially located within the Asia-Pacific border-zone.

Considering the above, authors calculated estimated population of the studied cities, proceeding from the rates of increase which developed over the last 5 years when positive changes in the natural movement of the population at preservation of insignificant outflow of the population (option A) were noted and taking into account inflow of the migratory resources necessary for the solution of program tasks of development of the region (option B) (rice 2).
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Fig. 2. Perspective population of the main cities of the southern zone of the Far East till 2030 taking into account the movement of population, thousand people [4; 9 – 11]

The received results show that in case of preservation of the developed tendencies (option A), population in Vladivostok by 2030 will increase by 9,3% of the level of the beginning of 2014, in Khabarovsk – by 11,7%, in Blagoveshchensk – by 17,6%, in Birobidzhan – by 16,2%. However this version of the forecast can be not carried out as reduction of population at reproductive age is to be expected which will have negative impact on scales of natural reproduction. On condition of implementation of the projects of development of the region put in the state program documents and formation of favorable migration policy on attraction of a manpower (option B) a population gain in Vladivostok by 2030 can make 14.7% in relation to the beginning of 2014, in Khabarovsk – 15,4%, Blagoveshchensk – 18,6%, Birobidzhan – 17,1%.

The last variant, in our opinion, is the most preferable as it takes into account active participation of the state in the overcoming of negative tendencies in demographic development of the eastern suburbs of the country and creation of the conditions for its growth in the medium-term and long-term periods. It will be very difficult to implement without introduction of the additional compensating measures directed on the birth rate stimulation, increase in the life expectancy of the population, reduction of mortality because of "the regional reasons". Together with carrying out purposeful migration policy it will allow provide, on the one hand, effective support of the realization of the state interests in the region, and on the other hand, to guarantee the achievement of higher social standards of living (in comparison with the average in  Russia) of the population necessary for a steady development of the region.
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		Long-distance transport		3.7		3.8

		International transport		3.7		3.6

		Road network		2.5		3.1

		Drinking water		2.9		3.0

		Culture and sport		3.7		2.5
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		Vladivostok		Vladivostok		Vladivostok

		Khabarovsk		Khabarovsk		Khabarovsk

		Blagoveshchensk		Blagoveshchensk		Blagoveshchensk

		Birobidzhan		Birobidzhan		Birobidzhan



January 1, 2014

2030 г. - option А

2030 г. - option B
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		Столбец1		January 1, 2014		2030 г. - option А		2030 г. - option B						вар А к 2014		вар Б к А		вар Б к 2014

		Vladivostok		630.0		688.6		722.3						109.3		104.9		114.7

		Khabarovsk		593.8		663.2		685.2						111.7		103.3		115.4

		Blagoveshchensk		225.5		265.3		267.5						117.6		100.8		118.6

		Birobidzhan		74.8		86.9		87.6						116.2		100.8		117.1

				Для изменения диапазона данных диаграммы перетащите правый нижний угол диапазона.






