OTKpBITOE IMCHMO YJieHA HalJ101aTeIbHOro cosera «HoBoii razetsn)
akajgemuka Asiekcanapa HexkunesioBa riiaBHOMY perakTopy *KypHaJja «Forbes»
M.B.Kamyanackomy

lNocriogua pegakTop!

[TyOnuuno 3asBist0, uTo Bamn xypHas 3aHUMaeTcs myOuKanuel 3aBeIoMO JT0KHBIX
CBEJICHUHM, HAIpPaBICHHBIX HA JUCKPEAUTAIMIO IO TEM WM HHBIM IPUYUHAM
Heyroaubsix Bam wnm Bamum cotpyaHukam mroneid. Takoid BbIBOJ g BBIHYXJIEH
cAenatb, O3HAKOMUBIIWCH C  TIOMEIIEHHBIM B stHBapckoM Homepe 2010 r. u
MOCBSIIEHHBIM  Moed mepcoHe marepuamoM A. CokxonoBoi  «KpymHbie
3aMMCTBOBaHug. POCCHICKOro akageMuKa OOBHHSIOT B cCHUCBIBaHMM. He ero
TIEPBOTOY.

Bam coTrpyaHuk ccbulaeTcs Ha «paccielOBaHUE, MpPOBEeIEeHHOE o0003peBaTeseM
Hay4yHOM ra3zeTsl «Tpomukuii Bapuant» Haraneeil JlemMuHOI», y4YHHEHHOE B
OTHOUICHWHM  Moeil  MoHorpapuu, «CraHoBIeHHE U  (DYHKIMOHMPOBAHHE
SKOHOMHYECKHX HHCTUTYTOB. OT «pOOMH30HAIBD» OO 3KOHOMHKH, OCHOBAHHOW Ha
WHIUBUTYaTEHOM MPou3BoACTBEY (M., DkoHOMHCTD, 2006 T.), MOCBAIIEHHON CaMBIM
abCTpakTHBIM BOIIPOCaM 00IIel IKOHOMHYECKOI TeOpHH.

Kcratn, o «paccrnenoBanun». B Hawane nexaOpsi c.r. 3aMecTUTENb TJIABHOTO
penakropa «Tpouukoro Bapuanta» M. ['enbdana npucian MHE MO 3IEKTPOHHOM
MOYTEe NHMCHMO, B KOTOPOM IHCAJ: «B PENAKLHUIO MOCTYNWJIA peleH3us Ha Bairy
MoHorpaduio». WM panee: «cumraem, UYTO MBI JIOJDKHBI MPEJOCTaBUTh Bam
BO3MOXHOCTb IMPOKOMMEHTHUPOBATH 3TOT TEKCT». B MPUIOKEHUH K 3TOMY IHCBMY
colep)Xaics YNOMSHYTBIH TEKCT, IpaBia, 0e3 MMeHH aBTopa. B cocrosBmiemcs
teneponHom pasroope M. [enbdana oTkazancs Ha3BaTh aBTOpa «HAYYHOM
PELeH3UN», CChUIaACh Ha TO, YTO HE YIOJIHOMOYEH Ha 3TO peJaKLueil.

UYepes HEKOTOpOE BpeMs MHE CTaJId 3BOHHThH KOJJIETM SKOHOMHCTBI, COOOIABIINE O
TOM, YTO OHH IIOJYYWJIM QaHAJOTMYHBIC MATCpUabl C CJIBa 3aMaCKHpOBaHHOﬁ
MpOCKOON TOIepKaTh BBIIBUHYTHIE B MOIl ajnpec oOBmHeHWs. Bo Bpems mepBoro
POCCHICKOTO 3KOHOMHMYECKOIO KOHIpecca HeKas XypHalucTka M3 «Tpouukoro
BapuaHTa» (1Mo Bceil Buaumoctd H. Jlemuna) meitanach B TMYHON Oecene yOeauTh
HEKOTOPBIX €T0 W3BECTHBIX YYaCTHHKOB BBICKA3aThCs B MOJIb3Y BEPCUHU O ILIAaruare.
IIpy 3TOM B KadyecTBE «HEOTPA3MMOrO ApPryMEHTa» HEKOTOPHIM M3 HHMX OHa IIO
CekpeTy coollama, YTO aBTOp «peueHsum» - mpodeccop Poccuiickoit

Translation into English

Open letter to M.V.Kashulinsky, Editor-in-Chief of Forbes,
from Alexander Nekipelov,
Academician, member of Novaya Gazeta Supervisory Board

Dear Sir,

I declare in public: your journal is engaged in publishing intentional false information
aimed at discrediting people for some reasons unacceptable to you or your colleagues.
I am compelled to make the conclusion after reading the article by A Sokolova
entitled ‘Big Borrowings. Russian Academician Is Accused of Cribbing. Not the First
in Doing It’, published in January 2010 issue and dedicated to my person.

Your colleague quotes ‘an investigation undertaken by Natalya Dyomina, columnist
of Troitsky Variant academic newspaper, in connection with my monograph
‘Stanovlenie i funktsionirovanie ekonomicheskikh institutov. Ot ‘robinzonady’ do
ekonomki osnovannoy na individualnom proizvodstve’ (M., Ekonomist, 2006) [‘The
Making and Operation of Economic Institutes. From Crusoe’s Model to Individual
Production-Based Economy’ (Moscow, Economist, 2006)], which is devoted to most
abstract issues of general economic theory.

A propos the ‘investigation’. In early December of the current year M.Gelfand,
Deputy Editor-In-Chief of Troitsky Variant, sent me by email a letter which read:
‘The Editorial Board received a review of your monograph’. And: ‘We think we
should offer you a chance to comment on this text’. The text in question was attached
to the email without the author’s name. In a telephone conversation M.Gelfand
refused to name the author of the ‘academic review’ since he was allegedly not
entitled to do so by the Editorial Board.

After some time passed my colleagues-economists started to call me saying they had
received similar materials containing hardly disguised requests to support charges
forwarded against me. During the first Russian Economic Congress a certain
journalist from Troitsky Variant (presumably N.Dyomina) tried to persuade several
well-known Congress participants (in personal conversations with them) to speak out
in favor of the plagiarism version. In addition, she secretly informed them - using as
an ‘irresistible argument’ - that the author of the ‘review’ was K.Sonin, New
Economic School professor. At last, after my conversations with M.Gelfand, your



skonomuueckoi mkonsl K.Connn. Hakonerr, Bckope nocie 6ecen ¢ M. I'enbhanmom
Ha CBA3b CO MHOW BhIIUIA W Bama kojuiera, ¢ KOTOPOW COCTOSUICS BechMa
MPOJIOJDKUTENBHEIN Telne(OHHBINA pa3roBop.

W3 Bcero 3Toro s cmeman BBIBOJ, YTO CTPAacTh K «HAyYHOMY PELEH3UPOBAHUIO»
MPHOOPETACT KAKOH-TO YK OYCHH CTPAHHBIN XapaKTep, a MOTOMY HEJIHIIHE MPOSBUThH
M3BECTHYIO OAWUTENBHOCTh. Sl cooOmmn B penakuuio «TpOUIIKOTO BapHaHTa», UYTO
JIaM OTBET T10 CYIIECTBY TOJIBKO TIOCIIE ITyOIHKAINH «HAYIHOUN PEIICH3UI.

Ho Bmecro myOmukanum B «TpouinkoM BapuaHTe» NOCiIeAOBala MyOiIMKanus B
«Dopbcey. IIpu atom A. CokoioBa mmocTapaniach UCIPABUTh HEKOTOPHIE OUYEBUTHBIC
HEJIENOCTH B apryMeHTanuu «pOMIIKOro BapuaHTa», O KOTOPHIX S YIOMHHAal B
tenedoHHOM pasroBope. Hy, B camom zese, KTO ke NHIIET HayYHbIe PEeLEeH3UN TPU C
TIOJIOBUHOM TOMa CITYCTS MOCJIE BBIXOJIa KHUTH, Jla €Ie COOMUpaeTcs MyOJInKOBaTh UX
HE B CIEUMATbHOM W3JaHWM, a B HAay4YHO-TIONMyJspHON razere? Tak «HayyHas
peleH3us» TPEeBpaTHach B <OKYPHAIMCTCKOE pacciefoBaHHe». B  «Tponukom
TEKCTe» TroBOPWIOCH: «CHenuanucTsl B 00JAaCTH MaTEeMaTHUeCKOW HKOHOMHKH,
KOTOpBIE YUTAIM 3Ty KHHUTY, JaBHO 3aMETHJIM CXOJICTBO pPAJa MCIOJIH30BaHHBIX B
MoHorpaduu HekunenoBa ¢hopMyn 1 MaTeMaTHIECKUX MOJENEH, ¢ pparMeHTaMu 13
Y4eOHMKOB IO MHKPOIKOHOMHKE s 1-2 Tromga oOydeHHS B acHUpPaHType IBYX
amepuKaHCKuX 3koHoMHCTOB JleiBuaa Kpernca u FOmxuna CunbbepOepra, n3aHHBIX
B 1990 r.». A. CokoioBa IOYTH JOCIOBHO BOCIPOM3BOJUT 3TOT maccax (0e3
KaBBIYEK, pa3yMeercsi, KaK M TIOJOXKEeHO Ooplly ¢ IUlarmatoMm), HO JeiaeT
JOOOMBITHYIO TOMPAaBKY: BMECTO <«JAaBHO 3aMETHJIM» OHA MHIIET «COBCEM HEIAaBHO
3aMeTHaN». W TpaBUibHO: a TO HEMOHSITHO, 4Yer0 3TH (BHOBb OC3BIMSHHBIE!)
CHETMAIUCTHI CTOJIBKO BPEMEHHU CKPHIBAIHA OT OOIIECTBEHHOCTH CBOE CEHCAIIMOHHOE
OTKpbITHE?

B sBHOM Buae A. CokoioBa CChUIAETCS HA PA3rOBOP CO MHOM TOJIBKO TOrJAa, KOrAa
TOBOPHT, YTO S OOBWHEHHS B Iuiaruarte oTBeprar. Ho Tyt ke nutupyer K. Conuna,
KOTOPBI yTBepKIaeT, 4to «rpadukd w3 ydeOHMKa MakposKOHOMHMKH berrca,
HopHOymia u ®wuniepa He CHA0XKEHBI HUKAKMMHU YKa3aHUSIMH Ha WCTOYHHKY.
JIt060TBITHO, YTO 3TOT CIOKET B «TPOULIKOM TEKCTE» OTCYTCTBYET.

B monorpaduu ecth Bcero Tpu rpaduka, OTHOCSAIIMECS K MaKpPOIKOHOMUYECKOM
TemMatuke — Ha crpanunax 307, 309, 310. VYka3aHwii Ha WCTOYHUK TaM,
NeHCTBUTENHHO, HET, HO MPUYHMHA OYEHb MPOCTA: BCE ATH Ipaduku («KeHHCHAHCKUN
Kpect», mozens IS-LM wu KpuBas MakpOIKOHOMHYECKOIO CIpoOca) SBISIOTCS
KaHOHWYECKUMH M IPUCYTCTBYIOT IPAaKTHUECKH B  KaXIOM  ydeOHHKe
MakposkoHoMHKH. [louemy B sTOM cirydae Hamo cceiiatbes Ha berrca, JJopuOymia u
Oumiepa, yma He mpuioxy. TouHo, kak B aHeknoTe BpemeH H.C. XpymeBa: «kak

colleague also came to communicate with me and with her | had a lengthy telephone
conversation.

All this makes me deduce: the lust for ‘academic reviewing’ acquires a somewhat
strange character, therefore it’s not out of place to manifest some vigilance. I
informed the Editorial Board of Troitsky Variant | shall give an answer about the
essence of the matter only after the “academic review’ is published.

However, instead of a publication in Troitsky Variant, a Forbes publication followed.
Whereas A.Sokolova made an attempt to amend several obvious absurdities
(mentioned by me in our telephone conversation) in the chain of arguments presented
in Troitsky Variant. For instance, who may it be to write academic reviews three and
a half years after the monograph is published and, even more, the person intends to
publish it not in a specialized edition but in a popular scientific newspaper? In this
way an ‘academic review’ has converted into a ’journalistic investigation’. The text in
Troitsky Variant read: ‘Experts in mathematical economy who have read the book
have long ago noticed: several formulas and mathematical models used in
Nekipelov’s monograph are similar to passages from textbooks on microeconomics
for first- and second-year post-graduate students authored by two American
economists, David Kreps and Eugene Silberberg and published in 1990.” A.Sokolova
almost literally reproduces this passage (of course, without inverted commas, as
ought to be done by a fighter against plagiarism) but makes a curious amendment: she
puts ‘have recently noticed’ instead of ‘have noticed long ago’. That’s right:
otherwise it is not clear: why have experts (hameless again!) concealed their
sensational discovery from the public?

A.Sokolova explicitly cites our conversation only when she mentions that | reject
charges in plagiarism. But immediately cites K.Sonin who, in his turn, states ‘the
graphs taken from the textbook on microeconomics by Beggs, Dornbusch and Fisher
are not provided with any indications of sources’. Curious enough, this issue is not
mentioned in “Troitsky text’.

The monograph contains only three graphs referring to microeconomics: on pp. 307,
309, 310. They are, in fact, not provided with sources but the reason is very simple:
all these graphs (the Keynesian cross, IS-LM model and the demand curve in
microeconomics) are canonical and are to be found in, practically, all textbooks on
microeconomics. It’s beyond me why should | in this case cite Beggs, Dornbusch and
Fisher? It reminds me of the anecdote of N.S.Khrushchev’s times: ‘As Nikita
Sergeyevich said, ‘“measure thrice and cut once’”. Another thing is more funny yet: |



ckazan Hukura CepreeBud, ceMb pa3 OTMepb, OJIMH pa3 oTpexb». Ho eime 3abaBHee
JIpyroe: s MpsMO YKa3bIBal0 B TEKCTE, YTO JICKAIIME B OCHOBE 3TUX TpauKoB
KOHIIEIINH KJIACCHYECKOW MaKPOAIKOHOMUKHU HE SIBISIFOTCS yIOBJICTBOPUTEIBHBIMU C
MO3MIINHU «UMCTOM SYKOHOMHYECKOH TEOPHU», KOTOPYIO 51 oTcTamBaro (cM. ¢.310-313).
WupiMu crioBaMu, MEHS OOBHHSIIOT B «3aMMCTBOBAaHHHM» KOHIICIIIMH, KOTOpBIC S
CTaBJIIO O]l COMHEHUeE!

Hukakoro mimaruata B mMoeli mMoHorpaduu Her. [IpuBlIeYCHHME OTICIBHBIX HIACH H
MaTEeMaTHYECKUX MoJeNield u3 3amedareibHbIXx yueOHmkoB J[. Kpemca wu E.
3unbbepbepra, KaxIpld pa3 COMPOBOXKIASTCS YKa3aHHEM HCTOYHUKOB. OTO,
COOCTBEHHO TOBOPS, HEXOTS MIPU3HAETCS aBTOPOM (aBTOpaMU?) «TPOHUITKOTO TEKCTa»:
«DopMabHO 3TO HEJb3s Ha3BaTh ILIArMAaTOM, B KHUTEe HekurienoBa marTcs CChUIKU
Ha paboThl koyuter». U TyT ke cremar 106aBuTh: «Ho cToib 00MIbHOE ITUTUPOBAHNE
CTaBUT TI0JT COMHEHUE OPUTHHAIILHOCTH MOHOTpawm.

JaBaiiTe Ha CEKyHAy OCTaHOBUMCS 31e¢Ch W 3aUKCUpyeM, 4TO OOBHHCHHE B
IJiaruare, XoTh U ¢ YKUMKaMH, HO B «TPOMIIKOM TEKCTE», HAa KOTOPBIN cchliaeTcs A.
CoxkoJjioBa, cHATO. Kak ke Torma MOKHO OTHOCUTBCS K BBIHECEHHBIM B 3aroJjIOBOK
ctarbu B «DopOce» 0OBUHEHUSM B «KPYIHBIX 3aMMCTBOBAHHSX)» U «CIACHIBAHUI?
TonbKko Kak K OTKPOBEHHOU KIIEBETE.

A Temepp - 00 OPUTMHAIBHOCTH M yPOBHE MOETO HCCleAoBaHUs. B pasroBope c
KypHAITUCTCKOM U3 «DopOcay s MOMUSPKUBAIL, YTO TPOUIIKAS PELIEH3UD» ObET MHUMO
LIeJTH, TIOCKOJIBKY MOS 3a7jada He COCTOsUla B Pa3pabOTKe HOBBIX MATEMaTHYECKHUX
Mojienel. Sl pekoMeHIoBall €l TOCMOTPETh TOJBKO JABa pazfeia KHUrM — «BmecTo
BBeneHus. O 3ambiciie» U «3akmoueHuey. [Ipennaran (4ToObl HE BBOAUTH B JIUIIHUE
pacxopl, CBI3aHHBIC ¢ TPUOOPETEHUEM KHHUT'H) TIPUCIIATH COOTBETCTBYIONIUE TEKCTHI
I10 3JIEKTPOHHOM ITOYTE.

Bce nampacno. Kak nucan kinaccuk, «AHHYIIIKA yXKe pas3linia Macio», H IPUTroBop (a
TOYHEE, CO3HATENBHBI OroBOp) M3MEHUTHh OBLIO HEBO3MOXHO. W Bce ke He
YAEPKYCh U MPOLMTUPYIO MOCISAHUN a03a1] U3 BBeACHU MOHOTpaduu: «XoTel Obl B
3aKJIFOYCHUC OaTh JIMIIIb OAHO ITOSICHCHUC. ABTOp HU B KOECM ClIyda€ HE€ CTPEMHJIICA
Hamucath 3Ty KHUTY, YTO Ha3bIBAa€TCS «C 4YUCTOro nucra». HampoTus, crapascs,
HAaCKOJNBKO 3TO BO3MOXHO, MAaKCHUMAaJlbHO HCIOJIB30BaTh BCE OOraTCTBO
SKOHOMHUYECKOM MBICJIH, BKJIIHOYast H&XOI[S[HII/If/iCH B (S9] pacropsKCHUN
MaTeMaTUYeCKuil UHCTpyMeHTapuil. [loaToMy He cneAyeT yAHUBIATHCS TOMY, UTO HE
pa3 U He JBa Bbl CTOJKHETECh B 3TOM KHUIE C XOPOIIO KM3BECTHBIMH HUJESIMU WU
MAaTe€MAaTU4YCCKUMU MOJCIISIMU, JIMIIb CJICrKa aJaliTUPOBAHHBIMU K HOBOMY CHOCO6y
nojgauyd matepuanga. MHE KaXeTcs, 4YTO TaKoro pojAa «IOBTOPHD» HE TOJBKO
Hen30eXXHbI, HO W TIOJIE3HBI, TIOCKOJIBKY TO3BOJISIOT JIaTh IIEIOCTHOE MPEJICTABICHUE
00 3KOHOMMYECKOW TEOpHH, MOCTPOCHHOW HAa OCHOBE CYIIECTBEHHO OOHOBJICHHOMN

clearly indicate in the text that the concepts of classical microeconomics as
fundaments of these graphs are not satisfactory from the point of view of ‘pure
economic theory” which I stand for (see pp.310-313). In other words, | am accused of
‘borrowing’ concepts which | call into doubt!

There is no plagiarism in my monograph. Citations of some ideas and mathematical
models taken from remarkable textbooks by D.Kreps and E.Silberberg are always
accompanied by source indications. This, in fact, is reluctantly recognized by
“Troitsky text” author (authors?): ‘Formally, it cannot be called plagiarism, references
to colleagues’ works are given in Nekipelov’s book’. But immediately they add
hurriedly: ‘However, these abundant citations make the original value of the
monograph dubious.’

Let us stop for a moment and fix: accusation in plagiarism is — though with grimaces -
discharged in “Troitsky text’ quoted by A.Sokolova. Then: how should one treat the
accusations in ’big borrowings’ and ‘cribbing’ in the heading of the Forbes article?
Only as sheer slander.

And now to the original value and level of my research. In my conversation with
Forbes journalist | stressed that ‘Troitsky review’ does not meet the target since it has
not been my aim to design new mathematical models. | would like to recommend the
journalist to address only two sections of my book: Instead of an Introduction. About
the Idea, and Conclusion. | also offered to mail her the corresponding texts (not to put
to extra expense by buying the book).

Everything was in vain. *‘Ann has poured out the oil’, as the classic wrote, and it was
impossible to change the verdict (better to say, conscious slander). Nevertheless, |
cannot refrain from quoting the last paragraph of the introduction to my monograph:
‘In conclusion I would like to give only one explanation. By no means did the author
intend to write this book, so to say, ‘turning over a new leaf’. He attempted, on the
contrary, as much as possible to maximally make use of the riches of economic
thought including mathematical tools at its disposal. Therefore, one should not be
surprised that in this book you will more than once find well-known ideas or
mathematical models, which are only slightly adjusted to the new method of
presenting the material. It seems to me ‘repetitions’ of the kind are not only
unavoidable but also useful since they allow to design an integrated conception of
economic theory based on an substantially updated paradigm’ (p.15).



mapagurMen (c. 15).

VYnaaiacs win HET NpenjoKeHHBIH B MOHOTpadMM IMOAXOJ, COOTBETCTBYIOT JIH
MOJTyYCHHBIC HA €T0 OCHOBE PE3yJIbTAaThl TaK HA3BIBAEMOMY «MHPOBOMY YPOBHIO» —
BOIIPOC OCOOBIN M CyJWTh O HEM JOJDKHBI CHEIUATHUCTHL. S ke B «3aKIIOuCHHN
(c.317-328) cuen cBoeill OOSI3aHHOCTHIO CYMMHPOBAaTh TOT KOMIUIEKC HOBBIX HIEH,
KOTOpBIC POAWINCH B XOfe HMccrenoBanus. Hu omHa m3 HHMX He ObUIa ymoMmsHYyTa
(mycTh nmaxe B KPUTHYECKOM MyX€) «peleH3eHTaMH-pacciiefioBaTelssMn». Bmecto
3TOr0 — MHOT'OYMCJICHHBIE 3aKJIMHAHHUS O TOM, YTO «HIEH M TOIXOABI COBCEM HE
TaKye HOBaTOPCKHUE, KaK yTBEPKAAET aBTOPY.

Koneuno, Henp3st 000iTH CTOpPOHOH BOMpOC O TOM, MOYeMy MoM Oe300uaHbIC
3aHATUS «UUCTOM HDKOHOMHYECKOW TEOpPHEI» BBI3BAIM TaKOH B3pBIB JAJIEKO HE
Hay9HBIX SMOITUH?

OTKpOBEHHO T'OBOpS, CHJIBI, KOTOphIe MOABUINIM Ba >xypHan, NpeTeHAyomud Ha
POJb COJIMAHOTO H3JAHHSA, Ha OTKPOBEHHYIO KJIEBETY, MHE HEBEIOMBI. A BOT B
oTHomeHNH «Tpouukoro BapuaHTa» Bce€ TMNOHATHO. IlOArOTOBIEHHBIM TaM K
nyOJIMKalMM TEKCT HE OCTaBIseT Ha 3TOT CUET HUKAKUX COMHEeHHH: «KakoB xe
Hay4YHbIH YPOBEHb 3TOW MOHOrpaduu, ecin €€ OLEHHBATh I10 MEKAYHAPOIHBIM
Hay4yHbIM cTaHgaptam? CoBceM HeJaBHO B MHTepBbIO «Poccuiickoil razere» ot 23
okTa0ps 2009 r., paccyxaas o Hamiel HayuyHoi nuacrnope, A. HexumnenoB 3ameTui,
YTO KakK MOTEHIHMAJIbHbIC BO3BPAILEHIIBI, TAK W HE YEXaBIIWE YUCHBIC «IOJIKHBI
pabotaTh B Poccuu Ha COBEpIIEHHO PaBHBIX YCIIOBHUSX, ...4TOOBI HE OBLIO HUKAKHX
"ocobocteii"». [10ATOMY WM MBI pelIMIM MOCMOTPETh Ha €ro KHHUTY 0e3 BCSKOTO

npenyOeKAeHUs WM HOYTEHHS — KaK Ha paboTy 0OBIYHOTO YYEHOIO».

Wubimu cnoBamu, «Tpoutikuii BapranT» abCOJIIOTHO HE MHTEPECOBaAIa MOSI HaydHas
pabota; cujaM, CTOSIIMM 3a O3THM H3IaHUEM, IPOCTO HAAOEN ONIOHEHT B
JIUCKYCCHSX, KaCaroIIMUXCsS T€X MM MHBIX CTOPOH OpPraHW3allid HAy4YHOM JKWU3HU B
cTpane. «PereH3us-paccieioBaHue» 03TOMY C caMOro Hadaja Oblla HalpaBieHA Ha
IIOMCK KOMIIPOMATa, & HE UCTHUHBI.

YTo MOXKHO CKa3aTh [0 3TOMY MOBOAY?

B nagane 90-x GoBIION MOMYISIPHOCTHIO TIOJIB30BANIACH MTECHS MO KPACHOPEYHBHIM
Ha3BaHHWEM «A MBI €ro Mo Mopje JaiHukoMm!» Bpemena O0pumn Takue. [loTom mecHs
coBceM ucuesna u3 3¢upa. IToxymanocs, usmenunucs BpeMena. Ho, cyzas no Bcemy,

BBIBO/JI 3TOT OKa3aJiCA IMOCIICIIHBIM...

3aKOHYHUTH XOTEIOCH OBl Ha Ma)KOpHOfI HOTC, MOXHO CKa3aThb Ha KOMIIJIMUMCHTC. Ha

Whether the approach suggested in the monograph has been successful or not,
whether the outcomes gained on its basis correspond to the so called ‘world level’, is
a special question and is to be judged by experts. I, on my part, took it for my
obligation to sum up the set of new ideas born in the process of research in my
Conclusion (pp.317-328). Neither of them was mentioned (be it critically) by the
‘reviewers-investigators’. There are numerous conjurations instead about ‘the ideas
and approaches being not as innovative as affirmed by the author’.

Certainly one cannot avoid to pose the question: Why have my inoffensive researches
in ‘pure economic theory’ produced such an explosion of far from academic
emotions?

Frankly speaking, the forces, which have roused your journal (pretending to play the
role of a ...respectable edition) to open defamation, are unknown to me. But
everything is clear about Troitsky Variant. The text ready to be published there does
not call for any doubt. “What is the academic level of the 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 have regarded his book without any prejudice
or respect — just as a book of an ordinary researcher.’

In other words, Troitsky Variant has been absolutely not interested in my research
work; the forces standing behind this edition were simply bored with an opponent in
discussions touching on matters related to the organization of academic life in the
country. The ‘review-investigation’ has, from the start, been aimed at finding
damaging evidence, not the truth

What can be said in this case?

In early 90s a song eloquently titled ‘Smearing his muzzle with a tea-pot” was very
popular. These were the times. The song has not been on the air since then. One could
guess times have changed. But judging by the above, the conclusion turned out to be
too hasty...

I’d like to finish in a major tune, | can even say, with a compliment. Similar to how



MaHep TOTo, Kak 3TO0 cefaia «anuymka» CoKoloBa. ‘Anna’ Sokolova proceeded. Mr Editor, don’t be upset! Your journal is ‘far from
FocrioguH penakTop, He pacctpamBaiitech! Bam sxypHan - «maneko He xymmmid —being the worst sample of national product’ of our media.
00pa34rK OTEYECTBEHHOM MPOIYKIUI» CPEACTB MACCOBOI MH(OPMALIUH.

A.HekumneJsios, A.Nekipelov,
yjieH CoBera nupextopoB Pocuedrn u TpancuedpTn (koab y:k mmenno 3tu mou Member of Rosneft and Transneft Boards of Directors
3aHgaTHA Bbl moCYMTAIN IJIaBHBIMH NPH pa3dope Hay4dHOii Mmonorpadun). (as soon as you consider these offices of mine as principal when analyzing my

academic monograph)
«HoBasn razera»
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