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10.1. REASONS FOR THE LOW 
EFFICIENCY OF THE RUSSIAN 
ECONOMY AND WAYS OF ITS 

IMPROVEMENT ON THE EXAMPLE 
OF MOSCOW  

M.V. Bykanov, Graduate Student of Chair  
«Economy and  Management» 

All-Russian state tax academy  
of the Ministry of Finance of Russia 

 
The article describes the problem of low power efficiency 

of the Russian economy and power industry and ways of 
its increase. The work shows the power consumption of 
GNP rating of the countries and cities and the Russian 
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Federation’s and Moscow’s place in it. The article gives 
the estimation of technical potential of energy use effi-
ciency increase in Moscow and the list of organizational 
and economic mechanisms of power efficiency increase 
management.  

Literature 
1. Federal law of RF «About energy savings and increase of 

power efficiency and about alterations of some legislative acts 
of RF [The Electronic resource] : from 23 November 2009 . // 
URL: www.energosvet.ry/fzakon.html 

2. A.E. Kontorovich, N.L. Dobrecov, N.P. Laverov. Power en-
ergy strategy in Russia in XXI century [Text] A.E. Kontorovich, 
N.L. Dobrecov, N.P. Laverov // Russian science academy’s 
herald . – 1999. – 9. – P. 771-789. 

3. A.G. Korjubaev. Conformity of global energy supply and oil 
and gas policy in Russia [Text] / A.G. Korjubaev // ECO, 
2003. –  10. – P. 140-150. 

4. A.B. Bogdanov Extremly high power consumption and extremely 
ineffective power industry’s regulators [Text] / A.B. Bogdanov // 
Energorynok. – 2011. –  9. – P. 82-88.  

5. Edict of Russia’s president «About steps in order to increase 
power and ecology efficiency of Russian economy» [The 
Electronic resource] : from 4 June 2008 889 // URL: 
www.rg.ru/2008/06/07/ukaz-dok.html 

6. S.N. Bobylev. Report on human potential’s development in 
Russia 2009. Power industry and sustainable development 
2009 [Text] / S.N. Bobylev – . : Ves mir, 2010. – 180 p. 

7. N.V. Antonov. Delegate management as a form of functioning 
of municipal economy [Text] N.V. Antonov // JKH. – 2001. – 

5. – P. 9-11. 
8. S.N. Bobylev, A.A. Averchenkov, S.V. Solov’eva, P.A. Kiryu-

shin, Power efficiency and a susrainable development– . : 
Institute of sustainable development, 2010. – 148 p.  

Keywords 
Power industry; electric power industry; power efficiency; 

power consumption (duty); the power savings; a sustain-
able development; uniform fuel and energy balance. 

 


