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[lononHUTeNbHbI MaTepran K cTaTbe «[pyroii akageMun y Hac HeT»

[aBaliTe pasbepemcs B Muhax
HaTanbsa BaHoBa, UneH-koppecnoHeHT PAH, 3amecTutesb gupekTopa VIHCTUTYTa MAPOBOI 3KOHOMUKI 1

MeXAyHapoHbIX OTHOLIeHN PAH, koTopbliiA, No oueHke OOH, BoLLE B YMACO NYULLIMX MUPOBbIX
aHa/INTUYECKINX LIEHTPOB

Kputrka Akafemmmn Hayk, Nnpo3sy4aBLlas B ctatbe «LecTb muoB AkagemMun Hayk» [1], TpebyeT
06CTOATENIbHOrO 0TBETA, MOTOMY YTO CaMa COCTOUT M3 CNIOLHbIX MU(OB. OCTaHOB/MHOCH HA HEKOTOPbIX
N3 HUX.

MepBblIi U3 HUX COCTOMT B TOM, UTO PAH AK0ObI He X04YeT, UT06bI B Hee BO3BPaLLaNnNCh yexaBLume n3 Poccun
yyeHble. ITO Henpasaa, Apyroe Aeno, 4yto B PAH cunTatoT HeBEPHbIM CO3JaHne 0COObIX YCOBWIA ANs
NOTeHUMabHbIX «BO3BpPaLLeHLIEB». TakuM 06pa3om, Mbl NpeBpaLlaem Tex, KTo ocTasncs 34ecb

1 B UCK/TKOUMTENBHO TPYAHbIX YCNOBUAX NPOAO/HKAN pa3BuBaTh POCCUNCKYIO HayKy, B N0Ael BTOPOro copTa.
W 51 3Hat0, YTO MHOIMe HalLW Hay4YHble «3MUrPaHTbI», FOTOBbLIE BEPHYTbLCS, MOHUMAOT, YTO, EC/IN OHK
Moy4YaT CyLLeCTBEHHbIE NIbroThl, 3TO CO34AaCT 60/bLLME MOpPa/IbHbIE MPO6/IEMbI B HAYYHbIX KO/IIEKTMBAX.
Ecnn co3pasatb yCnoBus, To AN BCEX.

CcbInky Ha KuTali He pa6oTatoT, MOTOMY YTO B OT/IMUME OT Poccum B Kutae MponcXoamnT 6bICTpbIN pocT
MaCLLTaboB Hay4HbIX UCCME0BaHNI BO BCEX 06M1ACTAX, MACCOBOE CTPOUTENLCTBO HOBBIX HAaYUHbIX LIEHTPOB,
MPUB/EKAIOLLMX MOOAEXb HOBbIMI BO3MOXHOCTAMY Hay4YHOTO M KapbepHOro pocTa. A COCTOSIBLUMECS
yueHble, 3Be3/ibl, @ Ha TakUX B KiTae fienatoT 0cobyto CTaBKy, MOHMMasi X 0C060e «MUIKEBOE» 3HAUEHWe,
BO3BPALLAtOTCA U 33 0CO60 BbICOKMM CTAaTyCOM, U U3 NAaTPUOTUYECKIX COOBPAXKEHWIA, )Kenasi Moy4acTBOBaTb
B BO3POX/EHNW POAHOI CTPaHbI.

He 6yay NoBTOPSTb TO, YTO CKa3aHO MOMMM KOJIieramMu no NOBOAY MCMO/b30BaHMS MHAEKCA LUTYPOBAHNSA
KaK rnaBHOV OLEHKW TPy/aa YYeHOro, TO/IbKO 3amMeuy, YTo B UMY 0COGEHHOCTEN (hOPMUPOBAHIMS 1 Pa3BUTMSA
HalUeii akafieMum, TPaAMLMOHHO peLLaBLLEel rocyAapcTBEHHbIE 3a4a4m B Chepe 060POHbI 11 6e30MacHOCTK,
MHOTUE COTPYAHUKM, HayYHble MHCTUTYTbl PAH 1 camy YneHbl akaieMUm 3aHATbl paboTamm, KOTopbIe

He NpeAnonaraloT MHOTOYMCNEHHbIX OTKPbITLIX NY6INKALWIA.

ELLle o4MH MU cO34at0T aBTOPbI CTaTbW, NPUNUCLIBASA akafeMnKam B3rnsg, 4to 6e3 akageMun He ObiBaeT
HayKu. [10-Moemy, HUKTO 13 akafeMUKOB 3TOr0 He rOBOPW/T U He MOT TOBOPUTL, MOHMMas, UTO B MUpe
cyLlecTByeT 60/bLUOe pa3HO0bpasme (hopM OpraHn3aLuy HayuHol fesaTenbHocTu. [a, B Poccum cnoXmnnoch
nmeHHo Tak. B CLLIA v "'epmaHnn no-Apyromy, 04HaKo HAKOMY B 3TUX CTpaHax He NPUXOoAMUT B ro/10BYy
npegnaratb nepefenarb UX Hay4YHYH cucTeMy Mo eguHomy obpasuy. Ho 6eccriopHo, 4yto PAH cTtana
Hay4HbIM 6peH0M Poccum 1 MHOTME Haln «HayYHble UIMMUIPaHTbI» MPOLO/MKAKOT YNCIUTLCS
COTPYAHMKaMUN POCCUMCKNX HAaYYHbIX YUPEXAEHWIA, B TOM YMC/e U 415 NOATBEPXKAEHNS CBOEr0 BbICOKOIr0
Hay4Horo craTyca.

[elcTBATENbHO, BO MHOTUX Pa3BUTbIX CTPaHaX 3HauMUTENbHbIN 06beM (hyHAAMEHTa/IbHbIX UCCNeL0BaHNIA
BbIMO/IHAETCA B YHMBEPCUTETAX, HO BEAYTCSA OHU U B ApYrux cTpykTypax. Ha camom gene B CLUA
YHVUBEPCUTETbI OCBavBatOT 56% HalMOHa/IbHbIX aCCUrHOBaHWIA Ha (PyHAAMEHTa/IbHYHO HayKy B CTpaHe.
OcTasibHble CpeacTBa AeNATca MeXAy rocyaapcTBeHHbIMU nabopaTopusmMu (16%), NPOMbILLNEHHOM HayKOi
(15%) 1 6ecnpubbinbHbIMKU OpraHn3aumsamm (13%). TUNUYHBIA NPUMEpP FOCYAapPCTBEHHBIX 1abopaTopuil

B CLLUA — HaumoHasbHble MHCTUTYTbI 340p0BbsA (HI3) ¢ rogosbiM 6rogxeTom 60nee 30 Mpz 4011apOB.

KpuUTIKys akaieMuto, aBTOPbI CTaTbM TEM HE MEHee MPU3HAIOT, UTO MHOTUE ee 6eflbl NPOVCTEKAOT

OT HegocTaTKa (MHAHCMPOBAHMS 1 YTO YBENMYUTD PMHAHCUMPOBAHME aKafieMUMN B €e HbIHELLHUX pa3mepax
Heo6X0aMMO «B HECKO/IbKO pas3 (a CKopee BCEro — Ha MOPSA0K)», XOTs Cpasy 3asBAsHOT, YTO 3TO HepeaslbHO
B YC/IOBUSIX Ae(hnLIMTa rOCOOKETa, M MOITOMY MpeaiaratoT HeKOTOpbIV Habop Mep ANst 0340POB/EHUS
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Let Us Look into the Myths

Natalya Ivanova, RAS Corresponding Member, Deputy Director of RAS Institute of World Economy and
International Relations, which, according to UN evaluation, belongs to the best world analytical centers

The criticism of the Academy of Sciences present in the article ‘Six Myths of the Academy of Sciences’ [1]
requires an in-depth response because implies itself utter myths. I shall dwell on some of them.

The first one points to RAS, allegedly, objecting against the return of researchers who have abandoned Russia.
This is a lie, another story that setting up special conditions for potential ‘returners’ is considered by RAS
incorrect. In this way, we convert those who remained here and went on developing Russian science, in
exceptionally hard conditions, into second-rate persons. | know that many of our scientific ‘emigrants’, willing
to return, realize that if they get significant privileges it will give rise to heavy moral problems in scientific
collectives. If you wish to create conditions, these must apply to all.

References to China do not work because, in contrast to Russia, China experiences rapid growth of research in
all scientific disciplines, massive building of new scientific centers which attract young people by new growth
opportunities in science and career. And established researchers, stars — special stake is made on them in
China because their specific ‘image’ importance is recognized — return to the country inclusively to attain a
special high status and guided by patriotic ideas, willing to take part in the rebirth of their native country.

| shall not repeat what has been told by my colleagues about using the citation index as main assessing tool for
researcher’s work; I shall only mention that due to the specificity of the shaping and development of our
Academy, which has traditionally fulfilled governmental tasks in the area of defense and security, many
colleagues, RAS scientific institutes and Academy members themselves are engaged in works, which do not
imply numerous open publications.

One more myth is created by the authors of the article which attributes to the Academicians the viewpoint
without the Academy there is no science. To me, nobody among the Academicians has uttered and could not
utter it because he realizes: there is a great variety of forms to organize scientific activities in the world. Yes,

in Russia things have been shaped this way. In the U.S. and Germany the form is different, but it comes to
nobody’s mind in these countries to suggest their scientific system should be transformed in consistency with a
common design. It is, however, indisputable that RAS became Russia’s scientific brand and many people
among our ‘scientific immigrants’ still stand on the personnel list of Russian scientific institutions, including
for the sake of reaffirming their high scientific status.

True, in many developed countries a considerable volume of fundamental studies is made in universities and
in other institutions as well. In reality, in the U.S. 56 percent of national allocations for fundamental science
fall on universities. The remaining funds are distributed among state laboratories (16 percent), industrial
science (15 percent) and non-profit organizations (13 per cent). A typical example of state laboratories in the
U.S. are National Institutes of Health (NIH) with a yearly budget of more than $30 bin.

By criticizing the Academy the authors of the article, nevertheless, acknowledge that its many misfortunes
stem from lacking funding and that present-day financing of the Academy should be raised “several times
(better by a factor)’, though they immediately note it is not realistic in conditions of state budget deficit,
therefore, they suggest a certain set of recovery measures to the Academy under existing conditions. This set
of measures, in my view, sins by obvious scarcity.

| shall not list all suggestions, but underline only three of them. First, international audit of institutes and
laboratories is suggested to close or convert institutes without serious researches done into joint-stock
companies. I’d like to note the existence of these or those scientific institutions and research lines should,



aKafIeM1K B CYLLIECTBYIOLLMX YC/OBWSIX, KOTOPbIA, HA MO B3rNsA, FPELUUT SBHOM CKYAOCTbHO.

He 6yay nepeuncnatb Bce npeanoxeHuns. OTmedy Tpu. Bo-nepsbiX, NpegaraeTcs NpoBecTyu
MEXAYHaPOLHbIA ayanT MHCTUTYTOB 1 labopaTopuii 418 TOro, YT06bI 3aKPbITb UM aKLIMOHMPOBATb
WHCTUTYTbI, KOTOPbIE He BEAYT CEPbe3HbIX HayYHbIX UCCNeL0BaHNIA. 3ameyy, YTO CYLLeCTBOBaHUE TeX UK
MHbIX HAYYHbIX YYPeXAeHNA N Hanpas/ieHUiA LOMKHO, HAaBEPHOE, ONPeAenaTbCs He 3arpaHNYHbIMU
aKcnepTamu, a rocyAapCTBEHHbIMM MHTepecaMun. OTBMEKasACh OT TOr0, YTO 3TO MPEAJSIOXKEHNE HOCUT MPOCTO
OCKOpOUTENbHbIN XapakTep Ans Poccuu, Ao cux Nop SBASKOLWEACS MUPOBOI Hay4HOW AepXXaBoi, Hafo
3aMeTUTb, YTO TaKOW ayAuT UMEET CMbIC/1, C/IN NPUBMEYL /19 3TOr0 NEPBOK/IACCHbLIX YUYEHbIX MUPOBOIO
YPOBHS. BO3HMKaeT BONPOC, CKO/bKO 3TO 6YAEeT CTOMTb. MOXET, NyuLUe 3TN AeHbIM NOTPaTUTb

Ha CO6CTBEHHYIO HayKy? W HaKOHeL,, HeyXenn aBTopbl HE MOHUMALOT, YTO OHU (haKTUYECKM NpegaraoT
OTKPbITb Ha MeXXAyHapoAHOe 0603peHMe TO, YTO MOXET COCTaB/IATH M CYLLECTBO HAYYHOr0 NPUOPUTETA,

N KOMMEPYECKYHO TalHy, N roCYAapCTBEHHbIN CEKPET, KOTOPbIMM MOrYT 06/1aaTb AaXe pa3opeHHble
Hay4Hble yupexaeHus? VI MoXHO N NpeacTaBnTb, YTOObI C MOLOOHLIMU NPEANOXEHNAMU B OTHOLLEHNM
CBOMX Hay4HbIX YUPEXAEHWI BbICTYNanmn yyeHble, ckaxem, CLUA nan dpaHymn?

Bo-BTOpbIX, NpeA/iaraeTca yBemynTb rpaHTOBOE (PMHAHCMPOBAHME HaYKM 3a CUET YBEIMYEHUSA FPaHTOB
PO®DPUN n PFH®. K10 661 NpoTUB? Kak 6yATO 3T0 3aBUCUT OT akafieMuK, a He OT TOr0 e 6HopKeTa.
To Xe camoe KacaeTcsa poTaumm Hay4YHbIX Kagpos.

B-TpeTbux, NpeanaraeTca NoBbICUTL MEHCUM YUEHLIM 3a CHET «MPOECCUOHAILHOMO YNpaBieHNns
nmyLLecTBoM PAH Ha nepexoaHbliii nepuog». Bugumo, Ha neprog nepexoga K MMKBMAaLMn akagemmm.
3ameuy, 4TO NEHCUOHHasA NPo6/1eMa — 3TO CNOXKHENLLIAas 06LLerocyaapCTBEHHasA 1 aaxe 06LLEMNPOBaS
npo6aema, 1 CTPaHHO, YTO NPaBUTENLCTBO M MUHMMH A0 CUX MOP He 3HAOT, YTO ee TaK IErKo PeLnTb.

B Poccum ecTb MHOFO MMYLLECTBA, KPOME aKaZeMNYeCcKoro, KOTOpbIM MOXHO NPOothecCUOHaIbHO YNPaBsTh.
Ho noyemy-To HM y KOro He nonyvaeTcs. HecepbesHo Bce 3T0.

Ccbinku:
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probably, be determined not by foreign experts but by state interests. Digressing from the fact that the
suggestion is simply insulting for Russia, up to now a world scientific power, it should be underlined that this
audit is sensible if first-class researchers of world level are engaged in it. The question arises: How much will
it cost? May be it would be better to spend the money for our own science? And, finally: Don’t the authors
realize that they, in fact, suggest an open public display of what may be the essence of scientific priority, a
commercial secret, a state secret possessed even by ruined scientific institutions? Can anybody imagine such a
suggestion advanced to their scientific institutions by, say, US or French scientists?

Second, it is suggested grant funding of science should increase on the account of grants extended by the
Russian Foundation for Basic Research (RFBR) and the Russian Foundation for Humanities (RFH). Who
would be against it? As if it depends on the Academy and not on the same budget. The same refers to scientific
personnel rotation.

Third, it is suggested researchers’ pensions should be raised by ‘professionally managing RAS property on the
transitional stage’. Apparently, the transition to liquidate the Academy. I’ll note that the pension reform is a
most complicated state and even global problem, and it is strange the government and the Ministry of Finance
do not know up to now it is so easy to solve it. Russia has much property, apart from the academic one, which
may be professionally managed. But somehow nobody succeeds in it. All this is no serious talk.
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