OTBeT «00pUAaM ¢ HAKUNBIO U P:KABUYMHOI» B HayKe (MOC/IecJIOBHE K TPaBJje)

3Jto uceMo BuIle-mipe3usienT PAH Anexcannp HekumenoB HampaBuil B anpec
«HoBoii razerni» u razersl «Iloucky»

22 nexabps 2009 r. razera «Tpourkuii Bapuant. Hayka» onyOsuKoBaia «HaydHYHO
peleH3uio» KaHauaata (U3NKO-MaTeMaTHYECKUX HayK, Marucrpa 3KOHOMHKH K.
ConnHa Ha Mol KHUTY «CTaHOBIEHHE M (YHKUMOHHUPOBAHWUE 3KOHOMUYECKUX
HHCTUTYTOB. OT «pOOWH30HAAB» [0 PHIHOYHOW DSKOHOMHKH, OCHOBAaHHOH Ha
WHANBHUIyaJbHOM MPOM3BOACTBE» (MoCKBa, « IKOHOMHUCTHY, 2006).

Panee s otkazancs gate cBoil KoMMeHTapuid « TpOMIIKOMY BapUaHTy» OJIHOBPEMEHHO
¢ myOnuKanuen «pereH3nn», CChUIasCh Ha aHOHUMHBIN XapaKTep MPUCIAHHOTO MHE
TekcTa. S obeman BeIcKa3aThCsl MO ATOMY MOBOJY IOCTE BBIXOAA MaTepuasia B CBET.
CerosiHsi OYEBHIHO, HACKOJIBKO MPaBUIIBHBIM ObUIO 3TO pemieHue. J[06aBiro Takke,
YTO 51 HUKOT/Ia HE TOBOPHII, YTO JJaBaTh OTBET Oy/Ty MMEHHO B 3TOH Ta3ere.

[pexne Bcero MOMKEH OTMETHTh, YTO «O0ph0a 3a YHCTOTY B HAyKe» B UCIIOJHEHHH
penakuun  «Tpoumkoro BapuaHTa» COINPOBOXKAAIACH IOCTOSHHBIM BpaHbEM H
KYJIbHUYECKUMH IepeaepkkaMu. Bot ¢akTsl.

B nauvane nexaOps moy4us OT 3aMECTUTENS TIaBHOTO peaakTopa M. ['enbdanna mo
JJICKTPOHHOM IMOYTE MUChbMO, B KOTOPOM OH mucal: «B pemakiuio moctymnuia
peuensusi Ha Bamry monorpaduio». B HOMepe oT 22 nexabps, rlie mMaTepuan Obul
OMyOJIMKOBAH, PelaKiusg OECCTPACTHO COOOINACT YUTATEISM, YTO PEleH3Us ObLia
MOATOTOBIIEHA TI0 €€ MPOCKOe.

Tam ke TOBOPHUTCS O TOM, YTO «ITOT MaTepHasl IUIAHHPOBAJICS K ITyOJHMKAIIUU B
npenbinymemM Homepe «TpB». OmHako 4ToObl naTh akajgeMuky HekurmenoBy Bpems
Ha OTBET, MBI OTJIOXKHUJIN €ro. MBI mepeciiaii eMy TeKCT PEICH3UH, CHSB (paMUIIIIO
aBTOpa». Bce oUeHb TporatenbHO, HO TOJBKO HHYETrO HE CKa3aHO IO TIOBOIY TOTO,
YTO OIyOJIMKOBAaH OBUI, B CYIIHOCTH, COBCEM HE TOT TEKCT, KOTOPBIM OBLI paHee
mpucinad MHe. OOmiee y HUX — oJHA TabiuIa, a M Ta MOABEPINIaCh HEKOTOPOH
penaknun (¢ 00OMMH TEKCTaMH MOXKHO TO3HAKOMHUTHCA Ha caiite MOCKOBCKOM
mKonsl  dkoHomMukn MIY  um. M.B. JlomoHocoBa:  WWW.MSe-mMSsu.ru).

Translation into English

Answer to the ‘Fighters against Scum and Rust’ in Science
(Epilogue to the Hunting Campaign)

Vice-President of RAS, Alexander Nekipelov has sent this letter to
Novaya Gazeta and Poisk newspapers

On December 22, 2009 Troitsky Variant. Science newspaper published an ‘academic
review’ written by Candidate in Physics and Mathematical Sciences, Master in
Economics K. Sonin, of my book entitled ‘Stanovlenie i funktsionirovanie
ekonomicheskikh institutov. Ot ‘robinzonady’ do rynochnoy ekonomiki, osnovannoy
na individualnom proizvodstve’ (Moskva, Ekonomist, 2006 [‘The Making and
Operation of Economic Institutes. From the Crusoe Model to Individual Production-
Based Market Economy’ (Moscow, Economist, 2006)].

Earlier | refused to give my comment to Troitsky Variant simultaneously with the
publication of the ‘review’ referring to the anonymity of the text sent to me. |
promised to expose my view on the matter after the material is published. Today it is
evident this decision of mine has been reasonable. |1 can also add | have never
mentioned I shall publish my answer precisely in this newspaper.

First of all 1 have to state: the ‘struggle for purity in science’ unleashed by the
Editorial Board of Troitsky Variant has been accompanied by constant lies and
dishonest juggling. The facts are below.

In early December | received a letter by email from the Deputy Editor-In-Chief
M.Gelfand in which he wrote: ‘The Editorial Board received a review of your
monograph’. In the issue dated December 22 where the material was published the
Editorial Board informs the readers impassively the review has been written on its
request.

The same publication states ‘the material has been planned for publication in the
previous Troitsky Vestnik issue. But to give Academician Nekipelov time for the
answer we have postponed it. We have forwarded him the text of the review without
mentioning the name of the author’. Everything is very touching but nothing is said
about the fact that, actually, another text has been published, not the one sent to me
earlier. What both of them have in common is a table, which also has been somewhat
edited (both texts are posted on the website of M.V.Lomonosov Moscow School of
Economics, www.mse-msu.ru). An attentive reader will easily notice that a part of the
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BaumaTenpHbIN 9uTaTeNh 0€3 TPYyIa 3aMETHT, YTO YaCTh TEKCTA, MPEACTABIISBIICTOCS
0 TyONMKamuu KakK COCTaBHAs YacTh PEICH3MH, OKa3ajiach B KOHIIE KOHIIOB
BKJIIOYCHHOW B PEJAKIMOHHBIM KOMMEHTapuil. YIUBUTEIBHOE EIUHEHUE aBTOpPa
pEleH3UH U PEAAKITAN, OOPIOIIMXCS C TAKUM ITO30PHBIM SIBICHUEM, KaK Iuiaruar!

Jymato, He TOJIBKO MHE ObLTO OBl MHTEPECHO YCIHBIMIATh OT CAMHX WHHUIIMATOPOB
OOJMYNTENIPHOM  KaMIOAaHWM  WCTUHHBIE  MOTHBBI ~ 3aKa3a CO  CTOPOHBI
HECHEINMaTU3NPOBAHHOTO W3JIaHUS PElEeH3WH Ha KHHUTY 10 OOIIed SKOHOMUYECKON
TEOPUH, BHIISAINIYIO TpH ¢ mmosioBuHOH (!) rona Hazan. B mpucnaHHOM MHE BapHaHTe
«pereH3uN» ObLTH TaKue KpaCHOPEUUBEIe ClioBa: «KakoB e HayYHBIH YPOBEHB 3TOM
MOHOrpaduu, €CIM €€ OICHMBATh 0 MEXIAYHAPOIHBIM HAYYHBIM CTaHAapTam?
CoBcem HemaBHO B wuHTepBblO «Poccuiickoi razere» ot 23 okTsa6ps 2009 r.,
paccyxkzas o Hamed HayyHoM nuacmope, A. HekumenoB 3ameTwn, 4TO Kak
MIOTEHITHABHBIC BO3BPAIICHIIB, TAK M HE yeXaBIINE yUEHBIE «IOJKHBI paboTaTh B
Poccun Ha CcOBEpIIEHHO paBHBIX YCIOBHSIX <...> 4YTOOBI HE OBUIO HUKAKUX
«ocoboctei». [loaToMy ¥ MBI pemIMNId TOCMOTPETh HAa €ro KHHUTY 0e3 BCSKOTO
npenyOexIeHnsT WIM TIOYTeHHS — Kak Ha paboTy oObiaHOro ydeHoro». Ho B
OIyOJIMKOBAaHHOW BEPCHW OHHM HWCYE3NIW. YK CIHUIIKOM SIBHOW CTaHOBHJIACh
MOAOIJIEKa HMHULMUPOBAHHOM «TpOMLIKMM BapuaHTOM» KammaHuu. Bunumo,
JIUXOPaJOYHOE PEJAKTUPOBAHUE IPOU3BEIO HA CBET CIEAYIONIYI0 TE€HUAJIBHYIO
¢pazy, Temeph yke ONYOJIMKOBaHHYIO OT HMEHH camod penakuun: «Cpean
CIIEITUATICTOB B MATEMATHUECKOW SKOHOMHKE JaBHO OTMEYAIOCh CXOJCTBO MOJIEIIEH,
PacCMOTPEHHBIX B HEJABHO OMYyOIMKOBaHHOW MoOHOTpaduu Buie-nipesuneHra PAH
A.JI. HexunemnoBa, ¢ amepukaHckumu yuyeOHukamu 90-x romoB». Krto aTH
«3aMeYaTeNbHBIE CIICUATNCTBI», KOTOphIe, Cylsi MO IHTaTe, eme M0 MyOmukamuu
KHUTU CyMEJIM YCMOTPETh B HEM YIOMSIHYTOE€ CXOJICTBO, PEAAKLHUS HE Pa3rIacHT U
nmox meITkod. [loTomy Kak, st yoexxnaeH, HUKTO, Kpome Toro ke K. Conuna, 3a 3T0i
(pasoii HE CTOUT.

Hakonen, razera, mo cyTW, CHpOBOLMpOBaja ITyONHKAIMIO KIEBETHUIECKOTO
xapaktepa B kypHaie «®DopOc», 0 TOro Kak ciaeiaja JOCTOSHHUEM TIJIACHOCTH
coOcTBeHHble m3MbInuleHHs. Co  Bcel 3TOW HMCTOpUEH 4YMTATEeNd  MOTYT
MO3HaKOMUThCSI Ha caite «HoBOH razere», KOTOpas MOMECTHIIA MOE OTKPBITOE
MUCHMO TJIABHOMY peniaktopy «DopOcay. Tam ke BhIpaKeHO OTHOIICHUE K CYIIECTBY
MHOTHUX BBIJIBUHYTBIX IPOTUB MECHsI OOBUHCHUH.

O6o3peBatens «llomut.py» n «Tpounkoro Bapmanta» H. JlemnHa, mpuHUMAaBIIas
caMoO€ aKTHBHOE YYacTHe B IOJrOTOBKE KOMIIpOMAaTa, pelIMiach JaTh Ha CBOEM
6more uaeitHOe 0OOCHOBAHNE, MATKO CKa)KeM, HEOOBITHOMY TIOBEJIEHUIO PEAAKINH 1
«pereH3eHTa»: «XopoIo akafeMuKy (pedb uaer o0 akamemuke B.M. Ilonreposuue,
nojBepruieM kputuke «peneHsnio» K. CoHMHa Kak HE OTBEYAIOIIYI0 3THYECKUM

text presented before publication as an integral part of the review was, in the end,
included into the Editorial Board’s comment. A surprising unanimity of review’s
authors and the Editorial Board jointly fighting against plagiarism as a shameful
phenomenon!

I think it would have been of interest - not only to me - to know from the initiators
proper of the denunciatory campaign about the true motives of the order made by a
non-specialized edition for a review of a book on general economic theory published
three and a half (1) years ago. The version of the ‘review’ sent to me contains these
eloguent words: ‘What is the academic level of this monograph if assessed by
international academic standards? Recently, in his interview in Rossiyskaya gazeta
dated October 23, 2009, when mulling over our academic diaspora A.Nekipelov said
researchers who eventually return home from abroad and those who have not
abandoned the country ‘should work in Russia in absolutely equal conditions <...>
without any distinctions. Therefore we, too, have looked at his book without any
prejudice or respect — as a book of an ordinary researcher.” In the published version,
however, these words were omitted. Extremely obvious has become the hidden
motive of the campaign initiated by Troitsky Variant. It was, perhaps, due to feverish
editing that the following brilliant phrase appeared, this time in the name of the
Editorial Board proper: ‘Experts in mathematical economy have long ago noticed the
models analyzed in the recently published monograph by Vice-President of RAS
A.D.Nekipelov are similar to those in American textbooks of the 90s’. Who are ‘these
remarkable experts’ who, judging by the citation, have managed to find the above
similarity, the Editorial Board wouldn’t disclose even when tortured. Because, | am
convinced, there is nobody behind this phrase except K.Sonin.

Finally, the newspaper has, in essence, provoked a slanderous Forbes publication
before making public its own fabrications. The readers may learn the whole history
on Novaya Gazeta website, where my open letter to the Editor-In-Chief of Forbes was
posted. The attitude to the essence of numerous charges levied against me is also
expressed there.

N.Dyomina, columnist of Polit.ru and Troisky Variant, a most active participant in
collecting damaging evidence, decided to present in her blog an ideological
substantiation for the usual (to put it mildly) behavior of the Editorial Board and the
‘reviewer’: It is easy for the Academician (Academician V.M.Polterovich is meant
here, he criticized K.Sonin’s ‘review’ as not meeting ethical norms) to talk about



HOpMaM. — A.H.) TOBOPHUTH 0 HAYIHOU 3TUKE B CUTyalllili HOPMAaJILHOW HAYKH. A BbI
MOKETE€ TPEICTaBUTh KPUTUYECKYIO PELEH3UI0 Ha MOHOTpaduio POCCHICKOTO
aKaJeMHKa COIIMOTYMAaHUTAPHOTO HAIPABJICHUS B POCCUHCKOM HAyYHOM JKypHAaIe?».
Hy 3agem jxe Tak oOMXaTh CBOMX KOJIJIET, pabOTaIOMUX B CHEIHATU3WPOBAHHBIX
HayuHBIX JKypHanax? Jla Bens m K. CoHMH He mojaBajd CBOW OIyC HHU B KakKOM
SKOHOMHUYECKHI JXypHaJI, a cpa3y OpOCHIJICS BBIONHATH Ball 3aka3. M mpaBuibHO
CHENaJl: €ro TaK Ha3bIBAEMYIO «pPEIeH3WIO» HE OmyOnMKoBad OBl HH OJWH
yBakaromuid cebst Hay4HbIN kypHan B Poccum, m Tem Oonee 3a pyOexoM: CTOIb
rpy00 OHa HapyIIAET JABHO YCTOSBIIHUECS HOPMBI DIIEMEHTAPHOU HAYYHOU ITHUKH.

Ha we mpuBbIKIIEro K HAy4YHBIM TpPWLIEPAM YYEHOTO «PEIEeH3Ws», HECOMHEHHO,
MPOU3BEIET OIICIOMIISIFOINee BrieyaTiiecHue. HeoObIYHO caMo ee Hayajo — aBTOp
moipoOHO MH(MOPMUPYET OOIMIECTBEHHOCTh O CBOMX HE3AYPSIHBIX JOCTHKCHHUAX B
Hayke. MHe, YeCTHO TOBOps, HHUKOTJA TPEKJe HE MPUXOAWIOCH BHIECTH, YTOOBI
pEleH3us Ha YbI0-TO KHATY HauWHANach «c cedd, moOumoroy. bombire HamoMuHaeT
HavaJio OOKCEPCKOTO MOeINHKA.

OcHOBHasl 4acTb «PELEH3UW» HE OCTaBJIsIeT COMHEHMH, 4TO Iepel Hamu oOpasel
BBICOKOrO HCKyccTBa. Ha ym mpuxomutr OeccmeprHas komeaus H.B. Torons
«PeBmzop». Ilpumen KonctantuH IcaakoBHY, OKHHYJ B30pOM TY3EMHYIO
OKOHOMUYCCKYIO HAayKy M axHyJl: aKaJICMHUKHU COBCEM OT PYK OT6I/IJII/ICB, HOPOBAT
3aHMMAaThCs HE CBOMM JEIOM — OJKOHOMHMYecKoW Tteopueil. Illenpo paccraBus
«BEpHBbIC ABOHKM», OH Oepercsi y4uTh aBTOpa MOHOTpadUH yMy-pasyMy: «IpocTas

Mare€éMaTH4YCCKasds MOIACIIb  SABJIACTCS OpFaHH3y}OIHeﬁ JaCcTbO TEKCTa, Jcjias
MMPCAIIOJIOKCHUA ABHBIMH, a JIOTHYCCKHUC TMCPEXOAbl IIPpHU JOKa3aTCIbCTBE —
nNpo3pavyHbIMU», «B KHHUI'C IOIPOCTY HHUYCTO HET», «PACCYKACHHA, KOTOPbBIMU

NEepEeMEKaroTCsl 3aMMCTBOBaHHBIE U3 YUEOHHKOB MOJIENN, HE HY)KJAIOTCS HU B KAKUX
KOMMEHTApHsIX», «TO, YTO HAHMCAHO MEXJY MOJENSIMH, BBITJSIIUT eme Oolee
MeYaNbHO: HU CBSI3M ¢ (DOpMyJIaMu, HU 3JIEMEHTapHONH MH()OPMUPOBAHHOCTH O TOM,
YTO CIIeJIaHO B TOW 00JacTH HAyKH, O KOTOPOW MAET Peub», «3[ECh K€ HUYEro HET
HOBOI'O», «pab0Ta TaKOTro YpOBHs, YTO B TO, YTO ee aBTOp — akageMuk PAH, npocto
HEBO3MOJKHO MOBEPUTHY» U T.1. U T.II.

yBeCI/ICTO, 4YTO U IT'OBOPUTD. CMyIlIaCT OAHO: B HAYUYHBIX PCHCH3UAX IMPUHATO ACIATH
BBIBOJIBI [IOCJIC aHAJIM3a TEKCTA, a HE BMECTO OHOro. [ToTOMy Kak WHa4e Mmoay4aroTcs
BOBCE HE BBIBOJIBI, a SPJBIKK. Bripouem, Ha/I0 K¢ BONTH U B MOJOKEHHUE «MACTUTOTO
peuerzenTay. OH yKe aymall, 9TO CIPABHICS C 3aJaHUEM PEIaKIIMH, MepeCcUnTaB
CHOCKH B KHUTI'€, CKOMIIOHOBAB X B TaOJMILy ¥ JUIsI MyIICH YOS IUTEILHOCTH CHAO B
KJIeMOM «riepeBo». U TyT, s Tak mosiararo, rocroauH ['enbhana eMy U TOBOPUT: ThI
3Haelrb, HeKnueaoB ckasan MHe B Tele(hOHHOM pa3roBOpe, 4TO MOHOTrpadusi BOBCe
HE MPO MaTeMAaTUYECKUE MOJIECIH, OHU SIKOOBI UTPAIOT B HEW a0COJIOTHO CIIYKEOHYIO

academic ethics in a situation of normal science. Can you, by chance, imagine a
critical review of a monograph written by a Russian Academician in sociohumanities
and published in a Russian academic journal?” Well, why do you hurt colleagues
working in specialized academic journals. Even K.Sonin has not sent his opus to a
specialized economic journal but, instead, pushed to fulfill your order. And he was
right; not a single respectable academic journal in Russia - the more so foreign -
would have published his so called ‘review’: it grossly violates norms of elementary
academic ethics established long ago.

The ‘review’ will undoubtedly produce a stunning impression on a researcher not
accustomed to academic thrillers. Its very beginning is unusual — the author informs
the public in detail about his exceptional academic accomplishments. Frankly
speaking, | have never before had a chance to see a book review beginning with the
reviewer’s self-praise. It reminds me more of a start in a boxing bout.

The main part of the ‘review’ leaves no doubts about it as a sample of high arts. The
immortal comedy by N.V.Gogol comes to my mind. Konstantin Isaakovich appeared,
cast a glance at the indigenous economic science and gasped: The Academicians have
got out of hand altogether, are up to engage in somebody else’s affair — economic
theory. By lavishly distributing unsatisfactory marks he undertakes to talk to the
monograph author like a Dutch uncle: ‘a simple mathematical model is an organizing
part of the text, it makes the assumptions obvious and the logical transition in the
presentation transparent’, ‘the book has simply nothing in it’, ‘the reasoning
alternating with models borrowed from textbooks needs no comments’, ‘the text
between the models seems even more sad: no relationship with the formulas, no
elementary awareness of what has been done in the area of science in question’,
‘there is nothing new in it’, ‘by the level of the book one simply cannot believe its
author is a RAS Academician’, etc.

Weightily, no doubt. One thing is embarrassing: in academic reviews it’s customary
to draw conclusions after analyzing the text, not instead. Otherwise one has to do not
with conclusions but labels. You should also rather put yourself in the shoes of the
‘venerable reviewer’. He is already sure he has fulfilled the order of the Editorial
Board after counting the references in the book, assembling them in a table and — for
greater cogency — applying the ‘translation’ label. And now, | presume, Mr Gelfand
tells him on the phone: you know, Nekipelov said in a telephone conversation the
monograph is altogether not about mathematical models, they play here an absolutely



pons. Hy He unrtats xe mocie sToro KHATY! Benp u Tak SICHO, YTO HMYETO IyTHOTO
TaM OBITh HE MOXKeT. Hamo moaromy cpaszy chopMyaupoBaTh BBIBOJBI, JIa TOXJIEIIE,
YTOOBI HU Y KOT'O HUKAKUX COMHEHHU HE OCTaBajoCh. Buammo, Toraa U mpon301IuIo
KapANHAJIHFHOE U3MEHEHHE TEKCTa PEIIEH3UH, O KOTOPOM 5 YK€ YITOMHHAJ.

CripaBeIyTMBOCTH paad, CICAYET MPU3HATH, 9YTO B OMHOM (!) MECTe «pEIeH3eHT» BCe
YK€ CHH3OMIENI JO YHOMWHAHHS KOHKPETHOW WIEH, COoAepiKalleiics B MoHorpadwum.
Bor kxak 3to ObLTO: «XoOTA Tam (B kHure. — A.H.) BCTpewaroTcs HacTosIue
KeMuykuHbl: «HaM He u3BeCTHBI pabOThI, B KOTOPHIX CPEAU CAMOCTOSTEIHLHBIX
(YHKIMI J€HEeT yIIOMHHANIACh OBl X CIIOCOOHOCTH BBICTYIATh B KAUE€CTBE CPEICTBA
3aMMCTBOBaHMs (MHCTpYMEHTA MPEAOCTaBlIeHUs KpeanuTa)». [leckars, cyaure camu o
HayYHOM YpOBHE aBTOpa: AYMAaeT, YTO OTKPbUI AMEPHKY, COOOIIMB, YTO KPEIHUTHI
MPEOCTABIISIOTCS B JICHEXKHOU Qopme!

Ho Bemp Hemb3s ke 4YHMTaTh TONBKO IMepBYI0 ¢pasy menoro maparpada,
MOCBALICHHOTO 3TOM mpobiemMe. A Beapb yke BO BTopoM ab3aue ropoputcs: «To, 4to
JEHbI'M — yIOOHBIH MHCTPYMEHT ISl OOCIY)KHBaHUSI KPEIUTHBIX CIENIOK, OCOOBIX
JoKa3aTesnbCTB He TpeOyer. IlpoGnema B apyroM: MOXKeM JIM Mbl Ha JaHHOM 3Talle
OOHApYXHUTh  MPEONOCBUIKM  BO3HMKHOBEHHUS  DPBbIHKA  KPEIOWTOB,  BBIIBUTH
3aKOHOMEPHOCTH €ro (PYHKIIMOHMPOBAHMsS, a TaKKe ONpEAENHTh €ro BIMSHHE Ha
noTpeOHOCTH YKOHOMHUKH B JieHbrax?» (c. 138). Becws maparpad, coOcTBeHHO TOBOPS,
W TIOCBSILEH M3YYEHHUIO 3THX BONPOCOB. BBIBOJ ke CPOpMYyTUpPOBaH B 3aKIHOUECHUH
kaurn: «[1og0OHO TOMY Kak JICHBIM B KAa4eCTBE CPEIICTBA OOpallleHHs OMOCPEAYIOT
OOBIYHYIO TOPIOBJIIO TOBapaMH, JEHBI'M B KaueCTBE CpPEJCTBa 3aWMCTBOBAHMS
OKa3bIBAIOTCSI MHCTPYMEHTOM «TPAaHCBPEMEHHOro oOMeHa». B pamkax ananmza
JaHHOW (DYHKIMH M C YYETOM BBIBOAOB M3 HCCIEIOBaHUS MPOOIEeMbl MAKCUMU3ALMN
PoOWH30HOM TMONIE3HOCTH B TEUYCHHWE HECKONBKHX BPEMEHHBIX OTPE3KOB YAAIOCh
€CTECTBEHHBIM 00pa3oM BBECTH B CHCTEMY KaTErOpUH pPHIHOYHOW SKOHOMHUKHU
MOHSATHE NMPOLEHTHON CTaBKH U MIOCTPOUTH MOJENb €€ (POPMHUPOBAHUSI, OTBEUYAIOLIYIO
YCIIOBUSIM PacCMaTpUBAEMOT0 XO3SMCTBEHHOTO ycTpoicTBa» (c. 321). Uto-HuOyaAb
CKa3all IO CYIIECTBY 10 3TOMY HOBOJY «peLeH3eHT»? HeT, u He TOJIBKO 1O 3TOMY
moBoy. OTHO epHUYAHbE.

Oco0blii Bompoc — 0 3amMbiciie paboThl, ee TpaHWIaxX U POJIU MaTEeMaTUYECKUX
MO/IeJIeii B MOEM HCCIICJOBAHUH.

Ton4ok K HamMCaHWUIO KHWATH Jajlo OUIyIIeHHE (KCTaTH TOBOpS, pasAeisieMoc
MHOTUMH W3BECTHBIMHA VYEHBIMH) TIIyOOKOTO KpH3HMCA, KOTOPBIA TEPEeKUBAET
COBpeMEHHasi AKOHOMHYECKas TEeOpHsA. DTOT KPU3UC — pe3yNIbTaT €€ Pa3BUTHS,
pa3pyLUBILEro NpexHUe 0ojee WM MEHEe LEJIOCTHbIE, HO TI0 CETOJHSITHIM MEpKaM

subordinate role. Why should somebody read the whole book after all! There cannot
be anything sensible in it, as it is. That’s why one should at once formulate
conclusions, straight-from-the-shoulder, so that no more doubts remain. Presumably
that was the very moment when a radical amendment of the review, which | already
mentioned, happened.

To be just I have to recognize: once(!) the ‘reviewer’, nevertheless, condescended to
mention a particular idea of the monograph. Here is how it happened: ‘Although real
pearls can be found there (in the book — A.N.):’Researches in which the ability of
money to emerge as means of borrowing (loan instrument) among independent
functions of money are not known to us’. Meaning: Make your own judgement about
the author’s academic level: he thinks Queen Anne is dead when he says loans are
granted in money form!

But how could you read only the first phrase of a whole section dedicated to the
problem! Though the second paragraph reads: *The fact that money is a convenient
instrument to service loan deals needs no special proofs. The problem is different:
Can we, on the present stage, find prerequisites for the emergence of a credit market,
identify regularities of its functioning and also determine its impact on demand of the
economy for money?’ (p.138). The entire section is, actually, devoted to investigating
these issues. The conclusion is formulated in the final part of the monograph: ‘Just as
money as a means of circulation mediates usual commodity trade, money as a means
of borrowing acts as an instrument of ‘transtemporal exchange’. Within the
framework of analysis of this function, and taking into account the conclusions drawn
from research of the problem of Crusoe’s utility maximization during several
temporal segments, it turns out to be possible to introduce in a natural way the notion
of interest rate into the system of market economy categories and to design the model
of its formation, corresponding to the conditions of the economic arrangement in
consideration’ (p.321). Has the ‘reviewer’ said anything about this matter? No,
nothing, and not only about this matter. Only buffoonery.

A separate question is about the idea of the research, its limitations and the role of
mathematical models in my study.

A push to write the book originated by the sensation (by the way, shared by many
well-known researchers) of a deep crisis modern economic theory is experiencing.
The crisis is the result of its development, which destroyed previous, more or less
integral but - according to today’s standards — limited perceptions of the economic



OTpaHUYCHHBIC TPEICTABICHIA 00 SKOHOMHUYECKONW crucTeMe. Beixom u3 Takoro poaa
KpHU3HCa MOXKET OBITh TOJIBKO OJMH — (hOPMUPOBAHUE HOBOMW IEIIOCTHOH IMapaJurMbl,
KOTOpasi OpraHuYHO (He MeXaHW4Yecku!) oObeMHMIA OBl BaXXHEHUIIUE JOCTHIKCHUS,
MOJIydCHHBIC Ha OCHOBE KA4yeCTBEHHO pAa3IMYHBIX, a UWHOTAA M  IIPOCTO
MIPOTHBOPEYAIIHX APYT APYTY METOIOIOTHH.

Moit moaxom K PpeIIEHUIO0 3TOH TPOoOJeMBI CBSI3aH C TOMBITKOW IOCTPOCHHS Ha
AKCHOMAaTHYECKOM OCHOBE «JHCTOW IKOHOMHUYECKOH TEOpHW», KOTOpas naBaja Obl
«CTEPEOCKOMUYECKOE» MPEJCTABICHUE O CJIOXKHUBIIUXCS K HACTOALIEMY BpPEMEHU
SKOHOMHUYECKUX UHCTUTyTaX. CAenarh 3TO, KaK MHE Ka)KETCsl, MOXKHO TOJIBKO ITyTeM
MOCIIEZI0BATEIEHOTO JIOTHYECKOTO MPOJABIDKEHUS OT HanOoJiee MPOCTHIX K CaMBIM
CIIOKHBIM  COBPEMEHHBIM  (popMaM  OpraHuW3aliid  XO3SIMCTBEHHOW  JKU3HW,
MPOCIEXKUBAS MPOIECC MOCTEIIEHHOTO BBI3PEBAHUS IKOHOMHUYECKUX HHCTUTYTOB.
Pazymeercs, Takoii moOAXom TmpenroyiaraeéT HE OTOpachiBaHWE, a TBOPYECKYIO
nepepaboTKy MHOTOTO M3 TOTO, YTO K HACTOSIIEMY BPEMEHH CIIETaHO YYE€HBIMH-
SKOHOMUCTaMHU, MPUHAJICKAIIUMHU K CAMBIM pa3HbIM HAYYHBIM IIKOJIAM.

B knure peanuszoBaHa TOJIBKO II€pBas 4acTb 3TOM MpOrpamMMbl: IPOHIEH IyThb OT
npocTelineil MoJenn — «pOOMH30HAAB) A0 CaMOM HPOCTOW MOIENIN PHIHOYHOTO
XO34HCTBa, OCHOBAHHOTO HAa MHIMBHUIYaJbHOM TpyZAE (3TO OTPaKEHO W B Ha3BaHHUU
MoHorpaduu). Briepean — «BbIBeieHNE» B3aUMOCBSI3aHHBIX WHCTUTYTOB HAEMHOTO
Tpy/la U KamUTaJIUCTHUECKOH (UPMBI U TPOHMCTEKAIOIIUX W3 ITOTO M3MEHEHHU BO
Bcell skoHOMu4eckoi cucteme. Ho 310 — Brepenu. A moka MCIOIb30BAIUCh TOIBKO
T€ MaTeMaTH4YeCKHEe MOJENHW M IKOHOMHUYECKHE KOHIICTIMH, KOTOPHIE IO3BOJISLTH
pemaTh CTOSIBIIME Ha MEpBOM J3Tare 3agadd. [lo3romy ¢ OOJBIINM HETOyMEHHEM
BOCIIPHHUMAIO YIPEKU B TOM, YTO B MOHOTpauH HE YUTEHBI IIOCIEAHUE TOCTIKEHHS
SKOHOMMYECKOH Hayku. Ecnu onmoHeHTaM mpencTaBisieTcs, 4To s 34eCh HE Ipas, TO
cienoBajio Obl, Ha MOW B3IJISJ, 3aHUMATbCA HE CTOJIBKO JIEMOHCTpalUel 3pyAULINY B
OTHOILICHHHU BBINYIIEHHBIX B mocieanue rofsl B CoenuHenHbix llltaTax yueOHUKOB,
CKOJIBKO OOBSICHEHHEM TOTO, KaKH€ KOHKPETHO BOIPOCHI B PaMKax MpeaMeTa KHUIH
MOTJIK OBl OBITH pelIeHBI C TTOMOUIBIO YIIOMHUHAEMBIX UMU TEOPHH aCUMMETPUYHOM
WHPOpPMALIUK, COBPEMEHHBIX pa3HOBUAHOCTEH Teopuu (QUPMBI, KOHIICTIIMHA
«HeraTuBHOTO 0TOOpa» (adverse selection), «MopabHBIX 3M0ynoTpeOIeHni» (moral
hazard) u ap. U He Hao 3a0BIBaTh MPU STOM, YTO HA JJAHHOM YPOBHE HCCIICIOBaHUS
HET enle HU GUpPM, HU CTPaxoBaHUsl, HU (DOHIOBBIX PHIHKOB.

[To 3TO0ii e NMpHUYMHE CYUTAI0 HECOCTOSTENHHBIMH 3aMEUYaHus, B COOTBETCTBUH C
KOTOPBIMH MHE HE CIIEZ0BAIO B chepe MaTeMaTUIECKOTO MOJCIIMPOBAHUS OMTUPATHCS
Ha «ycrapeBmme» yaeOHuKH J[. Kperca m E. 3unpbepOepra. 3a nBa mecsruierus,
HPOLIEIINX MOCNe BBIXOJA B CBET 3THX BBICOKOKOTHPYEMBIX M CeHduac y4eOHHKOB
(mepeBox yueOnuka J[. Kpemca, kak st ciplliai, TOTOBSTCS BBIIYCTHTh Ha PYCCKOM

system. To overcome this kind of crisis may be only possible by forming a new
integral paradigm, which would organically (not mechanically!) combine most
important accomplishments gained on the basis of qualitatively differing
methodologies, which sometimes even simply contradict each other.

My approach to the solution of the problem is linked with the attempt to devise, on
axiomatic basis, a ’pure economic theory’, which could produce a ‘stereoscopic’
perception of economic institutes established up to the present. It seems to me this
might be done only by gradual logical moves from most simple to most complicated
modern forms of organizing economic life, by observing the process of gradual
ripening of economic institutes. This approach does not, certainly, imply discarding
but rather creative re-shaping many things made up to the present by economic
researchers who represent most different schools of thought.

In the book, only the first part of the program has been realized: the path from the
simplest model (‘robinsonade’) to the simplest market economy model based on
individual labor (reflected in the title of the book) has been covered. What lies ahead
is the design of interlinked hired-labor institutes and the capitalist firm, as well as the
resulting shifts in the economic system as a whole. All this remains still to be done.
Meanwhile, only those mathematical models and economic concepts were used,
which help resolve first-stage tasks. That is why | am perplexed to hear reproaches |
have not taken into account recent achievements of economic science in my
monograph. If my opponents presume | am not right then, in my view, they should
have not so much manifested their erudition as to textbooks published in recent years
in the U.S., but explained which particular problems within the subject of the book
might be resolved with the help of a set of theories they mention - asymmetric
information theories, modern varieties of firm theory, adverse selection and moral
hazard theories, etc. Additionally, one should not forget that on the given stage of
studies there are no firms, no insurance, no stock markets yet.

For the same reason | take the remarks advising me | shouldn’t have rested in
mathematical modeling upon ‘obsolete’ textbooks by D.Kreps and E.Silberberg, for
unfounded. In the course of two decades, since the time these up to now high-rate
textbooks were published, models I use in my book have experienced absolutely no
changes (I have heard the Russian translation of the textbook by D.Kreps is going to



SI3BIKE), T€ MOJICTH, KOTOPHIC S WCIONB3YyI0 B KHUTE, HE TpETepIenu aOCOIIOTHO
HUKaknX u3MeHeHud. C YUCTO METOJMYECKOW CTOpPOHBI, Kacaromieiics crocoba
MPE3CHTANMN PACCMATPUBACMBIX MOJICNICH, MEHS JIMYHO 3TH YYCOHUKH yCTPAUBAIOT
0oJIpITIe, YeM APYTHE, HO 3TO, pa3yMeeTcs, BOIPOC BKyca.

Kcratu roBopsi, B MOHOTpauu COACPIKUTCS HEMAIO CCHUIOK W HAa OPUTHHAIBHBIC
HUCTOYHUKH (B OCHOBHOM 3allaJiHOTO, HO B HEKOTOPOH CTENCHH W POCCHIICKOTO
MPOUCXOXKICHHS), KOTOPbIE HMEIOT OOJbllice WIM MEHbIIee OTHOIICHHE K
mpobaeMaM, KOTOPbIE MBITANCS peliuTh aBTop. Ho BOT uto 3a06aBHO. CTOWIIO MHE MPH
M3JI0KCHUU CTYICHEH O0Ka3aTeNbCTRa (TIOIYEPKUBAIO: HE CaMOT0 JTOKa3aTeNbCTRa, a
ero OCHOBHBIX JTamoB) TeopeMbl O Bo3MoxkHocTH K. Dppoy cocnatbes Ha
MEPBOMCTOYHHK, KaK «PEICH3CHT» BO3MYTHJCS: a Tae ke ccbuika Ha E.
3unsbepbepra?

IIpexpacHo mOHMMAIO, YTO PEATU3OBAHHBIA B KHUT€ MOJXO0J K MOCTPOEHUIO YUCTOU
SKOHOMHUYECKON Teopuu sBIseTCA BechbMa OucKyccuoHHbIM, a 1 K. Conuna,
3aHUMAIOIIETOCS COBEPIICHHO HHBIMH WHCTHTYIIHOHAIBHBIME TpobiemMaMu (Bpoje
M3Y4YCHHUS] BIUSHUS CBOOOOBI TMpECChl HA TpaBa COOCTBEHHOCTH), IIPOCTO
HEMOHATHBIM. He BHXYy NO3TOMYy HHUYEro IUIOXOrO, €CJIHM TMOSBSTCS KEJIarolIue
MOJIBEPTHYTh €ro KPUTUYECKOMY aHAIIM3y C CYry00 HaydHbIX no3unuid. Ho mexmy
HAyYHOW KPUTHKOW W pPa3Hy3JaHHBIM MOPI000EM, MCIOBEIYEMbIM «PEIEH3CHTOM)
K. ConunpiM, TpoMagHas TUCTAHIUA. 3A€Ch YXKE JIENI0 HE B TIOUCKE HAYYHOW MCTHUHEI,
a B CTPEMJICHUU YHU3UTh U JUCKPEIUTUPOBATH OMIIOHEHTA.

A 0 TOM, YTO TaKO€ CTPEMJICHHE €CTh Y ()OPMaJIbHBIX U PeabHBIX UHUIUATOPOB BCEH
STOW HEOIATOBHUIHOW KaMIaHWH, CBHUIIETEIBCTBYIOT MPOACIBIBAEMbBIE UMH MUPYITHI
BOKPYT BOIIpOCa O HANMYHMK IuTaruata B Moed MoHorpadum. OYeHb YK XOYeTCs
yOeIuTh HAyYHOE COOOIIECTBO B TOM, YTO HEKHUIIEIOB «HE TONBKOY» IUIOXOH yUEHBIH,
HO eIIle ¥ HEYHCTOIIJIOTHRIN YEJIOBEK.

Ho wnailiTu miaruatr HukKak He mody4daercs. Torna HauuMHAKOTCS pPasrOBOPhHl O
«KPYIIHBIX 3aUMCTBOBaHUsAX». He cioydallHO B IpeIBapSIOIIEM «PELEH3UIO»
PEAAaKIIMOHHOM TEKCTE TOBOPHUTCS: «XOTS B OONBIIMHCTBE CIIy9aeB HCIIOJH30BAaHUE
Yy»Oro Marepuajia COMPOBOXKIACTCS CChUIKAMHU, 00bEM 3aUMCTBOBAHUN TaKOB, YTO
CTaBUT BONPOC O CAMOCTOSATEIIBHOCTH MOHOTpahum».

V uuTaTened BCIYECKH IIBITAIOTCS CO3JaTh BIEYATICHHE, YTO OCHOBHOM OOBEM
peleH3upyeMOil MOHOTpauu — 3TO SKOOBI HUKAK HE CBS3aHHBIC JPYT C JIPYroM
Monenu, 3anmcTBoBaHHbIEe Y J|. Kperica u E. 3unsbepbepra. MeHs: 0OBHHSIOT B TOM,
YTO S XOTh W JAal0 CCBUIKH, HO TIOCTYIal0 HEKOPPEKTHO, SKOOBI BKIIOYAsi B CBOIO
paboTy Oe3 KaBBIYCK JJIUHHBIC «IICPEBOJBI» W3 YIOMSHYTBIX KCTOYHUKOB (CM.

be brought out). From a purely methodical point of view of how to present the models
in question, | personally find these textbooks more suitable than other — but this, of
course, is a matter of taste.

Incidentally, the monograph has many references also to original sources (mainly of
Western but also, to some extent, of Russian origin), they are more or less related to
problems the author tried to cope with. But what is amusing: The moment | quoted
the source when expounding the stages of demonstration (I underline, not the
demonstration as such but its main stages) of K.Arrow’s possibility theorem, the
‘reviewer’ flared up: where is a reference to E.Silberberg?

| fully realize the approach to devise a pure economic theory undertaken in the book,
is rather debatable and simply incomprehensible for K.Sonin who is engaged in
totally different institutional problems (for example, the study of how freedom of
press impacts on property rights). Therefore | don’t take it for a bad symptom if
people appear anxious to critically analyze my approach from an exclusively
scientific stance. But there is a big distance between scientific criticism and unbridled
scuffle professed by K.Sonin as ‘reviewer’. The trend here is not the search for
academic truth but the push for humiliating and discrediting the opponent.

The fact that formal and real initiators of the whole unseemly campaign show this
striving is evidenced by the pirouettes made by them around the issue of plagiarism in
my monograph. They so much desire to persuade the academic community that
Nekipelov is ‘not only’ a bad researcher but also an untidy person.

But they don’t in any way succeed in finding plagiarism. And then talks about ‘big
borrowings’ start. It is not incidental that the text of the Editorial Board introducing
the ‘review’ reads: ‘Though in the majority of cases the use of alien materials is
provided by citation, the volume of borrowings is so big that it poses the question
about the originality of the monograph’.

With the help of all possible means they attempt to create the impression among the
readers the bulk of the monograph reviewed is allegedly a compilation of not in the
least interconnected models borrowed from D.Kreps and E.Silberberg. Although |
give references | am accused of incorrect behavior when | include long ‘translated
passages’ from the above sources without inverted commas (see the right column of



npaByio KooHKyY B Tabnwuie K. CoHnHa, MeCTPSAIIyI0 STUM KISHMOM).

Bce 310 He BBIIEpKMBAaCT HUKAKOH KPUTHKHU. BO-TIEPBBIX, IUIarHaT U 3aMMCTBOBaHUS
— 9TO O/HO M TO K€, U TO W JPyroe O3Ha4yaeT MpHCBOEHHe Uykux uiei. [loatomy
TOBOPHUTH, YTO B pabOTe HET IUIaruaTa, a €CTh 3aMMCTBOBAHUS (11a eIIe KPYITHbIE) —
3TO 3HAYUT MOMPOCTY MOPOUYUTH JIFOJISIM TOJIOBY C IEIbI0 3aCTaBUTh UX MOBEPUTH B
TO, YTO «4YTO-TO 3J€Ch HEYHCTO». BO-BTOpBIX, aBTOp JII0OOW HAaydHOH PadOTHI
ONMUpPaeTCs Ha JOCTHKEHUS MPEAIIeCTBEHHUKOB. JlesiaTh 3TO OH JOJDKEH, pa3yMeeTcs,
KOPPEKTHO, B COOTBETCTBUM C YCTAHOBUBIIUMUCS MPABHIIAMHU. DTH NPaBHUIIa TPOCTHI:
€CIM BBl TPSMO HCIOJNB3yeTe Yeh-TO TEKCT (IepeBOJ| TEKCTa), TO JOJDKHBI €ro
3aKaBbIYUTh U CACJIATh COOTBETCTBYIOUIYIO CHOCKY. Ecmm BEI nepeaacTe CMbICI gpei-
TO WJIeH, TO KaBBIYKU HE HYXKHBI, HO JIOJDKHO OBITH SICHOE YKa3aHWe, KeM U TJe 3Ta
unes ObUTa BBIIBUHYTA. VIMEHHO Tak s TOCTyNmajx TP HAIMCAaHUW KHUTH.
OTBETCTBEHHO 3asIBIISAI0: HUKAKAX HE3aKaBLIYEHHBIX IEpEeBOAOB B HeH HeT.

B.M. IlontepoBuu B ctatbe «COBETHI pEIEH3CHTY» OOpaTWI BHHMAaHHE Ha
COBEPILEHHO OJMO3HBIN ciay4ail ucnonb3oBaHus K. CoHMHBIM KieiiMa «mmepeBomy:
«He crout yOexnaTe yuTaTedasl B TOM, YTO CTpaHHUIBl 232—272 peneH3upyeMoil
MOHOTpaduu SBISIOTCS TIEPEBOJIOM CTpaHUI] 164—174 aHrnmiickoro y4eOHUKa: MpU
MEepEeBOIC OJAMHHALATH CTPAHUL] HUKAK HE MOTYT IPEBPATUTHCA B COPOK oaHy». Ho
BO3bMEM MEHEE OYEBUJIHbIN citydaill. Pepakuus «Tpouiikoro BapuaHTtay B KauecTBE
COOCTBEHHOTO BKJIaJla B «TEOpHUIO II€pPeBOJa» IMpHBeNa TEKCT U3 KHUru E.
3unsbepbepra (c. 456—458) u Texcr u3 moer kauru (c. 229—231) u cooOmmna
yurarensm: «Ecnu cpaBHUTE ¢. 229—231 ¢ TEKCTOM aMEPUKAaHCKOTO 3KOHOMMCTA, TO
HEJIb3s 3aMETUTh HHUKAaKWX OTIWYMN, KpOME€ 3aMeHbl cuMBosia E cumBoiom M u
mpoctoii 3ameHbl GyHKIEH cTtoumocth c¢(Y) Ha PC(Y) u rpaduka Ha pucynke 6.1
(«BpITyCcK B yCTIOBHSX OTNPEACIIECHHOCTH U HEONIPENEICHHOCTH IIeH»)». M Kak BBIBOX:
«Bce, 4TO MBI BUJUM, 3TO TIOYTH JOCJIOBHBIN MEPEBO] TPEX CTpaHUIl U3 yueOHMKa E.
3uns6epoepray.

JItobo¥i 4YenoBeK, BIAJCIONIUN AHIIMUCKUM SI3BIKOM, MOXET JIETKO YOEIUTHCS,
CPaBHUB TPHUBOJMMEIE TEKCTHI, YTO HHU O KAKOM IEpPEeBOJE, TO €CTh JTOCIOBHOM
nepenave tekcra E. 3unpbepOepra roBopuTh HE Mpuxonutcs. EcTh ucmonbp3oBanne
MaTEeMaTHYECKOW MOJICNIH, COJIEPIKAIICHCS B ITOM YYEeOHHKE W XapaKTePHU3YIOIIeH
MPUHATAE pEIICHUA O MacimTabe BBIMYCKA B YCIOBHSAX HEOIPEICICHHOCTH.
Hcnonmp3oBanme aOCOMIOTHO KOPPEKTHOE, COIPOBOXKIAIOIIEECS HEOOXOIMMBIM
yKa3aHneM Ha HCTOYHHK. Ho dTo o0coO0eHHO r000NBITHO, TaKk 3TO TOJTHOE
HETIOHUMAaHUE «ITOMOIIHUKAMH PELEH3CHTa U3 PEAAKIUN» TOTO, YTO s UMEJI B BHUIY,
KOTJa TOBOPWMJI O «pa3IMuMsaX B KareropuanbHoM ammapare». CyTh nena
3aKJII0YaeTcsl, KOHEYHO, HE B 3aMeHe oreparopa E Ha M, a B Tom, uTto monens E.
3msbepbepra mpUMEHSETCS JUIS aHalu3a YIOMSHYTOT'O BBIIIE BONpPOCa B HHOH

K.Sonin’s brand-marked table).

All this does not stand any criticism. First, plagiarism and borrowings is the same
thing, both notions mean appropriation of somebody’s ideas. Therefore to speak of
the absence of plagiarism but presence of borrowings (big, in addition) means simply
to muzz people in order to make them believe ‘there is something suspicious to it’.
Secondly, the author of any academic research rests upon the accomplishments
achieved by his predecessors. This should be, certainly, done in a correct way,
consistent with established rulings. These are simple: If you use somebody’s text
(translation of a text) directly, you put inverted commas and indicate the relevant
source. If you transmit the content of somebody’s idea, the inverted commas are not
needed, but there must be a clear indication to who and where has coined the idea.
That is how | behaved in the process of writing the book. | declare it with all
responsibility: There are no translated passages without inverted commas.

V.M.Polterovich in his paper entitled ‘Advice to the Reviewer’ paid attention to the
abhorrent case when K.Sonin branded the term “translation’: “It’s no use to persuade
the reader pages 232 to 272 of the reviewed monograph are translations of pages 164
tol174 of the English textbook: the process of translating cannot convert eleven pages
into forty one’. Let us take a less evident case. As its own contribution to the
‘translation theory’ the Editorial Board of Troitsky Variant cited the text taken from
E.Silberberg (pp. 456-458) and the text taken from my book (pp. 229-231) and
informed the readers: ‘If we compare pp. 229-231 with the text of the American
economist one cannot help noticing any difference except for the substitution of the
symbol E by M, a simple substitution of the c(Y) value function by PC(Y), and the
graph 6.1. (‘Output under conditions of price certainty and uncertainty’)’. Here is the
deduction made: ‘Everything we see is an almost word-by-word translation of three
pages of E.Silberberg’s textbook’.

Any person proficient in English, by comparing the texts cited, can easily make
certain of the fact it’s not a case of translation, i.e. word-by-word transmission of
E.Silberberg’s text. In the textbook a mathematical model is given characterizing
decision-making on output volume under conditions of uncertainty. The use is
absolutely correct and accompanied by necessary source indication. But what is
especially curious is the absolute lack of understanding by the ‘reviewer’s assistants
from the Editorial Board’” of what | meant by ‘differences in the categorical
apparatus’. The essence consists, naturally, not in substituting E-operator by M, but in
the fact that E.Silberberg’s model is applied to analyze the above issue in another
institutional reality. The American researcher investigated the impact of uncertainty
on decision-making of output scale by a capitalist firm, and I did it having in view the



WHCTUTYIHOHAILHONH pPEaNbHOCTH. AMEpPUKAHCKWHA YYCHBIH HCCIEJOBANl BIHSHHE
HEOMPEACICHHOCTH Ha NPHUHATUC KAIUTAIUCTHUYSCKOW (upMol pemeHus o
MaciTadax BBITyCKa, a S — Ha MPUHSATHE PEIICHUS O BBHINYCKE WHIUBUAYATBHBIM
ToBaporpousBouTeaeM. OYHKIHA SKOHOMHUYSCKHX H3JIEPKEK KAUTATUCTHYECKON
(UPMBI U UHIUBHTYaTIHHOTO TPOU3BOIUTENSI — KaYECTBEHHO Pa3InYHbIC KATETOPHH,
TaK K€ KaK KaueCTBEHHO OTJIMYAeTCs MOTUBAIIUS STHX JABYX 3KOHOMHUYECKUX arcHTOB
(’3xoHOMMYECKAs PUOBLTF — B TIEPBOM CIydae, «TPYIOBOH TOXOI» — BO BTOPOM).
Ho 11 TOTO qTOOBI ITO IMOHMUMAaTh, HY>KHO OBLJIO YUTATH KHUTY, a HC IEPEIIMCTHIBATH
ee, oOpallas BHUMaHKE JIUIIb Ha 3HAKOMbIE MATEMATHYECKUE CTPYKTYPHI.

B nopsinke undopmaiuy. MoHorpadus He Takas MaJleHbKas 110 00beMy — B Heit 327
CTpaHHML, U MaTeMaTHIECKHE MOAEIH 3aHUMAIOT OTHIOAb HE IJIaBHOE MecTo. Bompeku
YTBEP)KACHUSIM  «PELEH3EHTa» OONBLUIMHCTBO M3 JTUX MOZENeH MPHUILIOCH
aJlaliTUPOBaTh K MpeajiaraéMoid HOBOW MapajurMe 3KOHOMHUYECKON TEOpHUH, XOTS C
MaTEeMaTHYECKOW TOYKH 3PEHUS Takas aJamnTallus SBIAETCS PYTHHHON M CTaBUTH €€
ce0e B 3achyry s He coOupaics u He coOupaiock. 3aMbicen paboThl U MOJTYUYECHHbBIE B
HEeH pe3ynbTaThl, KOTOPHIC CaM aBTOP CUMTAET 3aCiy>KWBAIOUIMMH BHUMAaHUS, Y€TKO
chOopMyJIMPOBaHbI, COOTBETCTBEHHO, BO BBEICHHWHU M 3aKJIIOYCHMH KHUTH. Kaszanoch
Obl, pazbupaiics u kputukyil. Ho 10 3Toro y «peueHszeHTa» U CIUBILEHCS C HUM B
€MHOM TOPBIBE pefakiuy « T pOUIIKOTO BapHaHTa» PyKH KaK-TO He J0XOIAT. Bech
nap yxoauT B HAKJICUBAHUC SAPJIBIKOB W IOWCK H3OIIPCHHBIX METOJ0B YHMWIKCHUSA
ommnoHeHTa. Yero CTOWT Ha3BaHWE TMOAOOPKH MAaTEPUAJOB, OTKPHIBAEMBIX
«pereH3ue» Ha MO0 KHUTY — «3auMCTBOBaHUS W IutaruaT. Hakumnb W pkaBunHA B
Hayke». Wmm 3arnaBume, xoropoe naer K. CoHMH «peneH3wm» B CBOEM OJore:
«[laponust Ha Hayky, wim Ham «kopueBarenb». Miam rHycHble (a Kak eme 3TO
Ha3Barh?) mHcuHyanun K. CoHmHa Ha ero Oyiore Ha TeMy O TOM, SIBIISIFOCH JIH SI
MTOJTMHHBIM aBTOpPOM KHWTH. He 3Haro, mpaBna, pajoBaThCS MHE WIIM IEYAIUTHCS
TaKOMY TIOBOPOTY «TBOPYECKOM MBICIH» 00Mn4nTess. Beap HeT aBTOpCcTBa — HET U
po0JIeM C COHUHBIMHU.

Cyns mo 3asBICHHSM BOILIEAIIET0 BO BKYC <«OKOHOMHYECKOro Pambo», co Bcex
CTOPOH Hallei HeOOBATHOM CTpaHbl €My HAYT MHChMa COJMAAPHOCTH U MOJJCPKKH B
CBA3M C COHESHHBIM noaBurom. Jliogu 53TH, NOpaBla, OYEHb CKPOMHBIE H
MPENMOYNTAIOT MOIePKUBATh PELIEH3eHTa MHKOTHUTO. ECTh Takke mpeanoaoxKeHue,
YTO BCE OHU 00sTCs cTpainHoi Mectd Hekunenora. Cam ke Koncrantun McaakoBud,
KaK U MOJIO)KEHO T'€HUI0, BCEM 3TUM AK€ HECKOJIBbKO CMyILIeH: «MeHs HEMHOXKO
YAMBIISET, IOYEMY OHU CUUTAIOT MOU MOCTYIIOK — COTJIACHE Ha MyOINKAIIUIO OT3hIBa
M0l MOMM HMMEHEM — YeM-TO MY)KeCTBEHHBIM. [10 yacTM Hayku s MHIY OT3BIBBHI
POBHO BCEM, KTO IOIPOCUT, U HA BCE, UTO MEHS MONPOCAT MPOYECTh, — 3TO YacTh
pohecCHOHAIBHBIX 00I3aHHOCTEW.

decision-making of output by an individual commodity producer. The function of
economic costs of a capitalist firm and that of an individual producer are qualitatively
different categories, the same is true of the qualitatively differing motivation of these
two economic agents (economic profit in the first case, and ‘labor income’ in the
second). To grasp it, one had to read the book and not look it through, paying
attention only to familiar mathematical structures.

For information: The monograph is not at all short, it has 327 pages, mathematical
models do not take the main place in it. Despite the ‘reviewer’s’ affirmations, the
majority of these models had to be adjusted to the proposed new paradigm of
economic theory, though mathematically seen, this adjustment is a routine, so |
wasn’t and am not going to make a merit of it. The author himself considers the
design of the book and the outcomes gained worth paying attention to which is clearly
formulated in the Preface and the Conclusion of the monograph respectively. Just
investigate and criticize. However, it is beyond the ‘reviewer’ and the Editorial Board
of Troitsky Variant - both parties are carried away by a common impulse. The steam
gets lost in labeling and the search for refined methods of humiliating the opponent.
Noteworthy is the set of materials compiled and the first one of them, the ‘review’ of
my book under the heading ‘Borrowings and Plagiarism. Scum and Rust in Science’.
Or the heading given by K.Sonin to the ‘review’ in his blog: ‘Travesty of Science or
Our “Grub Puller’. Or K.Sonin’s vile insinuations (how else may this be called?) in
his blog about whether | am the genuine author of the book. To be true, I am not sure
whether | should be happy or sad about the turn of the denouncer’s “creative thought’.
You know, no authorship — no problems with the Sonins.

Judging by declarations of the ‘economic Rambo’ who began to enjoy his status, he
receives letters of solidarity and support from all corners of our vast country on the
occasion of his deed. True, these people are very humble and prefer to support the
reviewer incognito. All of them are supposedly afraid of Nekipelov’s terrible hatred.
Konstantin Isaakovich proper, as befits a genius, feels even somewhat confused: ‘I
am a little surprised why they interpret my act — the consent to publish the review
under my name — as something steadfast. As to science, | write reviews of
everybody’s papers who ask for it, and about all works they ask me to read — it’s part
of my professional obligations.’



KonHeuHo, «Bce 3KOHOMHUCTBI, KOTOPbIE MPOUYUTAINA KHHTY», TTOJHOCTHIO Pa3feisIFoT
ero OIEeHKH «ka3yca HexwumenoBa». A Te, KTO He pas3jeisieT, CaMd IIOHUMaeTe,
HKOHOMHCTaMH Ha3bIBaThCsl He MOTYT. Jla u kakue onu aist K. CoHMHA SKOHOMUCTBI
— akagemuku B.B. WBantep u B.M. Ilonreposud, uinen-koppecnonaent PAH P.C.
I'punbepr, npod. A.f. Pyounmreitn, npodeccopbr bxeirimc K. I'ambpedit u M.
Wnatpunureiitop (CLIA), mpodeccop XK. Canup (Ppanuus)?

Kamnanus oprann3oBaHa 110 BCeM IIpaBUjIaM BOEHHOTO UcKyccTBa. [locie ee Hayana
MpU3BaHHBIE CKOMIIPOMETHPOBATH MEHS MaTepuanbl MIHOBEHHO ITOMELIAIOTCS B
Bukunenunto. B Kusom xypuane MI'Y oguum u3 BeimyckHukoB POIL myOnukytoTes
IIPU3BIBBl PACCMOTPETh BONPOC O TOM, MOIYT JIM «Takue Jroau, kak Hexumnenosy,
BO3TJIABIATH (PaKyJIbTET B YHUBEPCHUTETE.

Ecnu Bce 3T0 HayyHast AUCKYCCHS IO KHUTE, MOCBSIIEHHONW CaMBbIM OOIITMM BOIIPOCaM
9KOHOMUYECKOW TEOPHH, TO UTO K€ TAKOE TPaBIs?

Anexcanap Hexunenos

15.01.2010

Certainly, “all economists who have read the book’ share completely his evaluations
of ‘Nekipelov’s case’. And those who do not do it, cannot be called economists, as
you get it. What kind of economists they are for K.Sonin — RAS Academicians
V.V.lvanter and V.M.Polterovich, RAS Corresponding Member R.S.Grinberg,
professor A.Ya. Rubinshtein, professors James K.Galbraith and M.Intriligator (USA),
professor J.Sapir (France)?

The campaign is organized following all military art rules. After it started materials
aimed to discredit me are instantly posted in Wikipedia. In the Live Journal a

graduate of the New Economic School calls to examine the question whether ‘people
like Nekipelov’ are able to head a University faculty.

If all this is an academic discussion of a book on most general economic theory, so
what is called a hunting campaign?
Alexander Nekipelov

January 15, 2010.



