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©®OPMHUPOBAHUE CTPATEI'H PASBUTHS U CUCTEMBI MEP 3ALIATHI
HHCTUTYIUOHAJIBHBIX TPAHC®OPMAIINNU PUHAHCOBOU CUCTEMBI POCCUHA

B.C. Cynvorcenxo, /.M. Qyoaposa

Paccmampusaromes xonyenmyanvHvie 0CHO8bI NOCMPOEHUS NOTHOYEHHOU U UHCIMUMYYUOHATLHOU CUCEMbL
akonomuku Poccuu. Hesozmodcnocms hyHoameHmanvuolx mpanc@opmayuii 00vACHAEMCs CULbHOU uHepyuel
crnooicuswuxca 8 Poccuu uncmumymos. Ilpusnasas upe3svluatinylo mpyOHOCMb USMEHEHUs. UHCTNUMYYUOHATIbHOU
CMpYKmypul 3KoHOMUKU Poccuu npednazaemcs cmpamezus pazsumusi punancogou cucmemsl Poccuu 6 konyenyuu
svlpawueanuss uHcmumymos. MooepHusayua UHCMUMYYUOHATLHOU CMPYKMYpbl 3KOHOMUKU Poccuu OondxcHa
OCHOBbIBAMbCA HA NPUHYUNE KOMAIUMEHMAPHOCMU UHCIUMYMOS, MAK KAK Hcelaemblli IKOHOMUuYecKull agghexm
docmudcum MoJbKO Yepe3 83auUMOC8A3AHHbIE U UHCMUMYYUOHATbHbIE USMEHeHUs.

Kniouesvie cnosa: cmpamezusi uHCmMumyyuoHaIbHO20 pA38UMuUs, KOHYENYUs 6blpAWUBAHUS UHCINUMYMOS,
NPUHYUN KOMNIUMEHMAPHOCIU, YPOBEHb PA38UMUS 00U eCMBEeHHbIX UHCIUTNYMOS.

V.S. Sulzhenko, D.M. Chubarova
Formation of development strategy and systems of protection measures
of institutional transformations of Russian finance system

The author discusses the conceptual foundations of building a full-fledged institutional system and the Russian
economy. Impossibility of fundamental transformations explained by the strong inertia prevailing in Russian
institutions are considered. Recognizing the extreme difficulty of altering the institutional structure of the economy
Russia proposes a strategy for the development of Russia's financial system in the concept of growing institutions.
Institutional modernization of Russia's economy should be based on the principle of complementarity of institutions
as the desired economic effect is only achievable through interrelated and institutional changes.

Key words: strategy of institutional development, concept of growing institutions, principle of
complementarity, the level of public institutions.

JIuteparypa

1. May B.A., Alcun E.P. JIBaguaTh €T ppIHOYHBIX pe)OPM M HOBasi MOJIENIb SKOHOMHYIECKOTO POCTa.
Joxman x XII Anipenbckoii MeXITyHApOIHON HAYTHO-TIPAKTHIECKON KOH(DEPEHITUH 110 TIpodiieMamM
pa3BHUTHS SKOHOMUKH U obmecTBa. M., 2012.

2. Ilonmeposuy B.M. CTpaTerus HHCTUTYIIHOHAIBHBIX pedopM. [lepcriekTHBHBIE TPACKTOPUH CTUMYJIH-
poBaHwms pocTta // JkoHOMIKA U MateMaTtndeckue Mmetoapl. 2006. T. 42. Ne 1.

3. Kysneyoes E. TIpoOynuThCs, JOTHATH U YCTPEMUTHCS Biepe: MexaHN3MBbI 3aITyCcka HHHOBAITHOHHOTO
pocta Poccun. M., 2002.

4. Amable B. Istitutional Complemenyarity and Diversity of Social Systems of Innovation and Production
/I Review of International Political Economy. 2000. Vol. 7. No. 4.

5. Hopm /I K. IHCTUTYTBI U ’KOHOMHYECKHUH pocT: uctopuueckoe BBeaenue / THESIS. 1993. T. 1.
Bpim. 2.

6. Wiliamson O.E. The New Instituthional Economics: TakingStock? Looking Ahead // Journal
of Economic Literature. 2000. Vol. 38. No 3.

Pocmoeckuil zocyoapcmeeHHblIl IKOHOMUYECKUT
yuugepcumem (PUHX), 2. Pocmos n//l 1 noaopsa 2013 2.




