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Abstract: The paper considers issues of management of investments into integrated building of a megapolis
in Russia. At present, the investment and construction field should be considered as a most important part of
the state strategy of megapolises’ socio-economic development, the Western analogue of which is the notion
of strategic economic planning of a big city. The original interesting result of the authors’ research is the
comparison of the trends revealed by Russian and foreign scientists in the area of megapolis development
planning, determination of common features and differences in the views on issues  arising  in  megapolises.
The list of issues, hindering efficient planning of sustained development of a megapolis,  is  very  long;
therefore the authors focus their attention on the need to understand the social issues arising during planning.
The situation in nowadays’ Russia is characterized by passive involvement of the megapolis management
bodies in this field. It is related not only to the consequences of the global economic crisis, which affected the
country and region economy, but also to the fact that the system of management  of  investments  into
integrated megapolis building does not deal with community's problems, to the state’s and private companies’
unwillingness  to  consider  human  needs  during   the   creation   of   comfortable  urbanized   environment.
The management methods used nowadays in Russia do not take into account the resource potential of a
megapolis, specificity of integrated building and do not ensure information support of the management process.
For this reason, it is extremely important to be able to apply the foreign experience of efficient solution of the
economic planning issues in a megapolis.

Key words: Strategic economic planning in a megapolis  Investment potential of megapolis and community
 Investment management goals  Resource management and distribution in a megapolis

INTRODUCTION large extent on “powerful cities”, among which Kresl

Megapolises  play an important role in any state; example shows that the national economy will be weak
they are characterized not only by a high population without a “powerful city” [1]. This conclusion confirms
concentration and centralization of funds, but also by the hypothesis of megapolises’ significance and their
advanced social, engineering and transport impact on the national economy and proves the identity
infrastructures, availability of qualified personnel, of socio-economic processes taking place in Europe and
significant investment, educational, cultural and scientific Russia.
potential. The paper [1] states that about 70% of The papers of P.K. Kresl, D.A. Rondinelly, J.H.
Europeans now live in big cities with the concentration of Johnson and J.D. Kassandra [1–4] reveal the main trends
about 90% of the products in high-technology sectors in the development of major European cities: on  one
which will ensure the economic growth of the future hand, it is decentralization and growth of economic
European economy. The national economy depends to a opportunities,   on   the   other   hand   –   globalization  of

names Copenhagen, Amsterdam and Barcelona, whose
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economy, common currency, increased role of the The Main Part: Management of investments into
interstate level in decision-making. The papers of S. integrated building is a continuous and purposeful
Eršova, S. Mitjagin, N. Osipova, E. Agafonova [5–6] also process of impact on the managed facility – building on
note that the important studies for major Russian cities are the megapolis territories. The essential component of
those of the dynamics of the process of the functional efficient investment management in a megapolis is the
direction of city’s urban development, forecasts of the determination of management mission, goals and
change in population demographic structure, state’s role functions. The authors agree with the definition of the
in solving of housing issues and creation of comfortable mission of organizations involved in the field of integrated
living environment. building development projects given in papers [6–7]:

Scientists [1–6] note the specific role and significance “Readiness to invest capital into building development
of strategic economic planning in megapolis development projects ensuring profitability and having social
as the basis of efficient use of city resources – significance, aimed at formation of favourable life
production, infrastructure, landscaping and human conditions for the population”. The formulated mission is
capital. It is interesting that much attention is paid to true for all subjects of investment activity in the
strategic planning both abroad and in Russia and investment and construction field.
everyone tries to engage in it – the authorities, private The task of goal setting, put into the mission, is
companies, public organizations [1, 7, 8], which does not concretized by the set goals, which allows for generating
always yield the desired result – creation of an efficient goal models. They consist in elaboration of concepts of
strategic plan of megapolis development. The paper by goal orientation of investment subjects, in determination
Kresl [1, p. 149] gives a demonstrative example of such of processes, methods and systems of indicators which
failed activity – elaboration of Buffalo strategic plan. can be used to assess the results of investments into

M.S. Gertler, R. Florida, G. Gates and T. Vinodrai in integrated building of urban areas. The basic goals of the
paper [9] introduce an original classification of Canada investment management system during integrated
and US cities, distinguishing between “talented”, building manifest themselves: in assuring the attainment
“Bohemian”, “mosaic” and “tech-pole” ones, allowing for of the ultimate goal (formation of integrated residential
ranking of megapolises and comparing their potentials. development meeting the regulatory requirements of
Paper [9] also emphasizes the significance of a developed provision of residential areas with social facilities); in
social infrastructure for megapolises: educational, art and accumulating of the financial and other resources required
cultural institutions etc. This is concordant with the for implementation of the integrated building development
studies of R. Campagni [10], S. Eršova and N. Osipova, projects; in assuring the conditions of mutually beneficial
confirming the significance of social infrastructure for interaction of all subjects of investment and construction
megapolis economy [11–12]. Along with that, the main activity.
issue of strategic planning in a megapolis is the need to Based on the conducted research, the authors
preserve and develop the available investment potential. confirmed the papers’ basic principles of formation and

MATERIALS AND METHODS investments into the comfortable environment of

The authors used the system approach to research,
the methods of observation, comparison, historic Consistency of the conceptual provisions and
analogies, logical analysis and synthesis, scientific principles  of  investment  and  construction activity
abstraction and expert appraisals. Consideration of of a megapolis with the federal priorities in the
specific issues on the topic under study involved development  of   investment   and  construction
analyzing Russian and foreign scientists’ works on the field;
theory of urban management, development and planning, Combination of the interests of megapolis
regulatory legal acts of the Russian Federation, analytical management bodies, aimed at raising of living
materials of ministries and departments of Russia, data standards and improvement of life quality, with
provided by the global and Russian investment and private investors’ interests (primarily economic
construction community. ones);

implementation of the system of management of

megapolises:
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The use of mainly economic methods to activate the activity, reflecting all the stages of civilization
investment processes in residential construction,
including  implementation of the programs for
creation of comfortable environment of residential
territories;
The use of program-goal approach to implementation
of investment and construction policy during
implementation of projects of comfortable
environment creation in a megapolis;
The differentiated approach to encouragement and
support of various projects and programs of
integrated development of built-up areas and certain
investors depending on social significance of
investment projects, budget and economic
effectiveness, as well as the strategy of megapolis
socio-economic development;
Rational use of material and technical, financial and
human resources of a megapolis.

The analysis of papers of Russian and foreign
scientists [1, 7, 8, 13] allowed making a conclusion,
extremely important and useful for Russian economy: the
investment potential and economic power of a megapolis
depend on the economic state of investment and
construction organizations and companies, which obliges
the authorities to create certain conditions for their
maintenance and development.

Nowadays it is safe to say that the static management
process, centered on the maintenance of the existing
integrated building system, predominates in the practice
of management of residential construction investments in
present-day Russia. At the same time, goals of megapolis
socio-economic development programs focus on the
process of built-up area development management, aimed
at implementing the contemporary requirements to
integrated residential construction, able to ensure the
growth in the population’s living standard. The kind of
management processes must be selected depending on
the characteristics of the built-up area, programs of its
integrated development and the amount of funds
necessary for program implementation.

CONCLUSIONS

When formulating goals and tasks of the
organizational/economic mechanism of management of
investments into integrated building, it is necessary to
consider the fact that cities, megapolises in the first place,
are the result of the historically developed area of  human

development and obeying the laws and regularities of
society development.

The important fact for researchers of processes of
strategic planning of megapolis development is that
different cities have different possibilities of assurance of
favourable living conditions, which should be reflected in
the system of criterion assessments of population’s living
standard. That is why the system for monitoring of the
condition and development of integrated urban
development should be created while adopting the
criterion values, accounting both for the requirements of
national or regional laws and the specific conditions of a
city (megapolis). Namely, the goals and interests of
various groups of urban population should be taken into
consideration during elaboration of the
organizational/economic mechanism for management of
investments into integrated building. They should be
determined focusing on the category of public benefit, the
peculiarity of which is the specification of what is benefit
for all and what is benefit for everyone.
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