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I.Dezhina

In December 2014, the second conference of rep-
resenta  ves of Russia’s academic diaspora in foreign 
countries took place, its agenda addressing the ‘points 
of growth for the Russian sciences’ and the future 
opportuni  es for Russian-speaking scien  sts to do 
something in Russia and for the benefi t of Russia. The 
fi rst conference with an almost iden  cal representa-
 on of par  cipants had been held in 2010, and so the 

comparison of these two events can yield informa  on 
on the changes that had occurred over the past 4 years 
in terms of the Russian-speaking academic diaspora 
par  cipa  ng in the development of science in this 
country. The amount of federal budget alloca  ons to 
research and development had been steadily increas-
ing from year to year, thus making it possible for the RF 
government to constantly expand the various available 
forms of coopera  on with representa  ves of Russia’s 
academic diaspora. Several government measures 
have been introduced in order to provide support to 
science and a  ract representa  ves of the academic 
diaspora into this country: the mega-grant program1; 
the program for rendering support to joint science 
project directed by representa  ves of the academic 
diaspora; the program designed to ensure, by 2020, 
that fi ve Russian universi  es should be placed on the 
world’s Top 100 list2. And fi nally, in 2014 the Russian 
Scien  fi c Fund held a contest for the best interna-
 onal laboratory project, where foreign scien  sts 

may cons  tute up to half of the laboratory’s staff . The 
development ins  tu  ons (RVC, Skolkovo Founda  on, 
Rusnano) commissioned representa  ves of Russia’s 
academic diaspora to review the submi  ed applica-

1  Big grants earmarked for the establishment of laboratories at 
Russian higher educa  onal establishments headed by the world’s 
leading scien  sts.
2  The so-called Program 5/100/2020; in its framework, 15 uni-
versi  es are crea  ng, among other things, interna  onal laborato-
ries, funded by substan  al budget alloca  ons.

The conference of representa  ves of Russia’s academic diaspora that took place in late 2014 was second of 
its kind held over the past four years. It demonstrated the prominent role played by the new foreign poli  cal 
and economic contexts in shaping the views on the current situa  on and the format for further coopera  on for 
the promo  on of Russian science. Judging by the viewpoints expressed by representa  ves of Russia’s academic 
diaspora, it is feasible at present to revive the prac  ce of small-scale ini  a  ves and projects that do not require 
lengthy visits of foreign-based scien  sts to Russia, while at the same  me being capable of a  rac  ng substan  al 
help for domes  c research organiza  ons and teams. The possible scenarios for coopera  on development were 
presented.

 ons for grants and projects, while Russian universi  es 
began to more o  en invite foreign scien  sts to deliver 
lectures and par  cipate in various academic events 
held within their walls. 

However, the year 2013 saw the launch of reform in 
the academic system, which inevitably had its impact 
on the outlooks and frame of mind of Russia’s aca-
demic community. The drama  c developments in the 
economy and on the interna  onal poli  cal arena that 
took place in 2014 had also aff ected the fi eld of sci-
ence – informa  on began to pour from various sour-
ces about the resumed ou  low of human resour ces 
from this country, especially young researchers. So, 
the second mee  ng of representa  ves of the academ-
ic diaspora took place in a very diff erent situa  on. On 
the one hand, the Russian-speaking scien  sts working 
abroad had received substan  al poli  cal and fi nancial 
support from the Russian government over the past 
4 years. On the other hand, the new economic condi-
 ons imposed some constraints on the par  cipa  on 

of the academic diaspora in Russia-based ac  vi  es. 
These new condi  ons are not limited to the plumme-
 ng exchange rate of the na  onal currency and the 

resul  ng soaring cost of scien  fi c experiments based 
on the use of foreign-made appliances, equipment and 
materials; an addi  onal strain has been imposed by 
the introduc  on of new legal norms that have made it 
more diffi  cult for foreigners to operate in Russia. First 
of all, it is the necessity to inform the Federal Migra  on 
Service of Russia of an individual’s second ci  zenship3. 
This requirement is relevant for those scien  sts who, 
while retaining Russian ci  zenship, have been granted 
ci  zenship or residence permit in another country.

3  Federal Law of 4 June 2014, No 142-FZ ‘On the Introduc  on 
of Altera  ons into Ar  cles 6 and 30 of the Federal Law “On 
Ci  zenship of the Russian Federa  on” and Some Legisla  ve Acts 
of the Russian Federa  on’. See h  p://www.rg.ru/2014/06/06/
grajdanstvo-dok.html
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All these changes will be determining the actual 
forms of coopera  on with Russia’s academic diaspora. 
The inevitability of evolu  on was explicit in the state-
ments made by its representa  ves at their December 
mee  ng. 

When the outlooks expressed in 2010 were set 
against those of 2014, it became evident that in both 
instances the representa  ves of the academic diaspora 
pointed to a crisis being experienced by Russian scien-
ce, although the situa  on in 2010 was, by a number 
of parameters, be  er than in late 2014 – among other 
things, because no a  empts of restructuring the aca-
demic sector had been undertaken yet, with all their 
dubious consequences. For academic science, 2014 
was a year of survival, not development. As a result, 
we once again put in circula  on the vocabulary of the 
early 1990s. However, back in 2010 nobody could as 
yet foresee such a situa  on, and so the imperfec  ons 
of the system noted at that  me are perceived today 
as signs of well-being. Then, the Russian-speaking aca-
demic diaspora put forth some harsh cri  cism of the 
situa  on of Russian academic science, and in the fi nal 
resolu  on issued by the conference par  cipants it is 
stated as follows: ‘The Conference affi  rms the exis-
tence of a deep structural crisis of Russian science, 
the con  nuing weakening of its posi  on with regard to 
global science, and the increasing isola  on of Russia 
in the fi eld of academic science’1. In this connec  on, 
the par  cipants were very skep  cal about the newly 
announced mega-grant contest. Some of them feared 
that the expert’s es  ma  ons would be arbitrary, and 
the en  re procedure would be faulty, thus endangering 
the future prospects for Russia’s coopera  on with her 
academic diaspora. However, in 2014 the implementa-
 on of the mega-grant program was already noted as 

one of the most posi  ve developments in the fi eld of 
Russian science, which yielded numerous mutual ben-
efi ts. The majority of newly created laboratories were 
recognized as performing at a highly produc  ve level, 
promo  ng progress in the fi eld of science and boos  ng 
the image of Russia’s science in the eyes of the world 
academic community. Among the reasons for this lack 
of cri  cism, we cannot rule out the fact that many of 
the par  cipants in the second conference had actually 
received grants within the framework of that program.

In the course of the fi rst conference, the represent-
a  ves of Russia’s diaspora put forth a number of ini  a-
 ves to be implemented in Russia, which ranged from 

se   ng up an online ins  tute of the academic diaspora 
to introducing interna  onal awards and scholarships. 

1  Final Resolu  on of the Conference // The Des  ny of Science 
and the Russian Academic Diaspora. Materials of the fi rst confer-
ence The Academic Diaspora and the Future for Russian Science, 
European University at St. Petersburg, 24–25 June 2010, p. 101.

In this connec  on it was con  nually emphasized that 
in Russia, the sphere of science is indivisible from the 
general economic and poli  cal situa  on, and so the 
core factor of successful long-term and mutually ben-
efi cial coopera  on would be the crea  on in this coun-
try of a favorable environment not only for research 
ac  vity, but also for life in general2.

In 2014, the new poli  cal reality had actually led to 
a breach of unity within Russia’s academic diaspora: 
it was their a   tude to the foreign policy course cur-
rently pursued by the RF government that divided aca-
demic expatriates into its champions and opponents. 
So, no single opinion could be shaped with regard to 
the current poli  cal and economic developments, and 
consequently, no specifi c measures designed to boost 
coopera  on between scien  sts could be worked out. 
It is noteworthy that the majority of par  cipants pre-
ferred to view the fi eld of science outside of any poli  -
cal contexts, and to focus instead on the discussion of 
purely academic issues. This is actually a manifesta  on 
of the academic diaspora’s inability to realis  cally plan 
their future ac  ons, as any developments in the fi eld 
of academic science are inevitable infl uenced by the 
ongoing poli  cal processes. The most sincere explana-
 on of the reasons for such an outlook was off ered by 

biophysicist Maxim Frank-Kamenetskii3, who said as 
follows: ‘The diaspora, and such people as myself, on 
top of everything else are now plagued by a very strong 
fear due to the enactment of the law on ‘voluntary but 
enforced’ registra  on of dual ci  zenship. If a person 
fails to get registered within 60 days a  er his entry into 
this country, he runs the risk of either admi nistra  ve 
or criminal proceedings being ini  ated against him. 
So, many people got frightened. I also got frightened: 
my fear has not been so strong as to prevent me from 
coming, but suffi  ciently strong to urge me to get regis-
tered. Many of my colleagues and friends abroad are 
saying plainly that now they will never go to Russia 
because they are afraid to do so’.

The discussion of the problems faced by Russian 
science proper demonstrated that most of these 
problems, believed to be of paramount importance, 
had not been solved. These include the problem of 
customs regula  on (which determines the speed of 
delivery and cost of materials and equipment pur-
chased abroad); problems with obtaining a visa; strong 
bureaucra  c constraints imposed on research teams 
opera  ng under contracts and grant agreements; an 

2  A. Vershiк, O. Kharkhordin. Foreword // The Des  ny of Science 
and the Russian Academic Diaspora. Materials of the fi rst confer-
ence The Academic Diaspora and the Future for Russian Science, 
European University at St. Petersburg, 24–25 June 2010, p. 7.
3  D. Voltchek. Nepreodolimoe chuvstvo toshnoty [Overwhelming 
Nausea] // Radio Liberty, 19 January 2015. See h  p://www.svo-
boda.org/content/ar  cle/26798941.html
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uneven infl ow of budget funding allocated to scien-
 fi c research, and the rule that the amount allocated 

should be necessarily spent by the end of a calendar 
year1.

A new topic for discussion was posed by the issues 
emerging as a result of the par  cipa  on of repre-
senta  ves of the academic diaspora in various Russian 
projects. It was noted that young people are not ade-
quately trained to par  cipate in research projects; the 
ar  cles submi  ed by Russian scien  sts do not con-
form to the established contemporary standards for a 
scien  fi c presenta  on, while interdisciplinary research 
projects and research teams capable of implemen  ng 
them were prac  cally non-existent. Lack of proper 
access to latest scien  fi c publica  ons at libraries was 
also noted, as well as the overall need for moderni-
zing the exis  ng research infrastructure. And fi nally, a 
number of Russian expatriates with experience in the 
fi eld of scien  fi c expert’s es  ma  ons, pointed out the 
unacceptably short  melines established by Russian 
research ins  tu  ons for such procedures. A notewor-
thy point is that while four years ago many innova  on 
ideas had been put forth, not the bulk of proposals 
had to do only with improvement of the measures cur-
rently implemented by the government. 

Indeed, it is not an easy task to launch new mea-
sures and at the same  me promote coopera  on with 
a partner who is alarmed by the uncertain prospects 
of that coopera  on. In such a situa  on it would be 
more reasonable to boost those ac  vi  es that do not 
require lengthy visits of foreign scien  sts to Russia, 

1  V. Rezunkov, S. Dobrynin. Nauchnaia diaspora: bex poli  ki? 
[The Academic Diaspora: No Poli  cs?] 8 December 2014. See 
h  p://www.svoboda.mobi/a/26731993.html

while at the same  me can render signifi cant aid to 
Russian research ins  tu  ons and research teams. 

Given the expected budgetary constraints (the result 
of inevitable cuts in budget alloca  ons to scien  fi c 
research) and the current poli  cal situa  on, it appears 
feasible at present to abandon the idea of promo  on 
or launch of costly projects like mega-grants or awards 
to foreign scien  sts. It would be more worthwhile to 
focus on young scien  sts – those working in Russia, 
who can be involved in training programs at labora-
tories run by Russian expatriates abroad, and foreign 
young scien  sts who can come and work at Russian 
research ins  tu  ons. Young people have higher mobil-
ity, and some of them can be assisted in fi nding pres-
 gious employment at research centers and universi-
 es abroad. 

On the whole, it appears reasonable to adopt the 
idea of ‘small deeds’ that had been ac  vely proclaimed 
back in 2010. In the present situa  on, these ‘small 
deeds’ could be – with due regard for the accumulat-
ed experience of coopera  on with foreign academic 
diasporas in Russia and the newly emerging issues – 
the edi  ng of ar  cles wri  en by Russian scien  sts for 
publica  on abroad prior to submi   ng them to fo reign 
reviewers; expert’s es  ma  on of applica  ons for 
grants; par  cipa  on in the editorial boards of Russian 
scien  fi c journals and assistance in the elabora  on of 
reviewing procedures; delivery of short-term lecturing 
courses and par  cipa  on in the training of postgradu-
ate students. And fi nally, given the scarcity of available 
highly qualifi ed experts, another important area of 
ac  vity would be to involve representa  ves of Russia’s 
academic diaspora in the discussion of strategic docu-
ments on the development of science in their mother 
country.   


