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Abstract
The trend towards widening of the international academic discourse though integration of non-Western
national schools in IR, affects the Russian scholarly community today only marginally. Russian scholars
are hardly ever included in international debates regarding the major directions of political, economic and
social development in the globalized world. Therefore, they are unable to influence the intellectual land-
scape of the current international relations. The current article emerged from a comparative study of the
domestic and international academic and publication practices. It aims to identify key barriers towards
greater engagement of Russian authors in the global academic debate on world politics. The article views
the academic practices, which emerge from interaction between members of the scholarly community, as
crucial regulatory frameworks, which define the quality of research publications. Since 2012 Russian
authorities have adopted multiple decisions, aimed to integrate Russian science in the international con-
text. These measures significantly affect Social Sciences, including International Studies. They resulted in
an accelerated adoption of formal requirements to scholarly publications, while academic journals became
the major enforcers in this process. However, the current study confirms that the internalization of new
standards and practices by the academic community is far from being complete. This process is compli-
cated by the fact that the epistemological and methodological foundations of the Russian school differen-
tiate it significantly from Western IR. Meanwhile, the major differences lie in the definition of aims and
structure of scholarly publications, as well as in criteria of academic study. Thus, the authors of the article
come up with proposals, intended to foster a more successful integration of Russian IR in the global aca-
demic discourse. The study relies on the monitoring of self-positioning of journals and their requirements
for authors, as well as on interviews conducted with publishers and editors of major Russian and interna-
tional journals and authors who have a record of publishing in both contexts.
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The intensification of transnational ex-  tion of complex social systems in their multiple
changes and the thickening of the interna-  dimensions [Voytolovsky 2006]. The rise of a
tional society is accompanied by the emer-  global academic discourse is becoming ever
gence of a common space of intellectual reflec-  more apparent.
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Historically, it was formed in the West and
based on the American experience of University
studies [Batalov 2014: 9-10]. Nevertheless, today
the global discourse is becoming increasingly
inclusive, accommodating national schools from
European and even non-Western countries (es-
pecially the growing centers of scholarship —
China, Turkey, India [Tickner, Waever 2009;
Acharya, Buzan 2010; Zhang Zhuychzhuan,
Korolev 2010; Grachikov 2014]). The most suc-
cessful representatives of these new schools are
even to some degree capable of occupying posi-
tions of influence in the international research
community alongside their more traditional
American counterparts. They attempt to intro-
duce new topics and approaches, which better
reflect priorities of their home nations, while
adhering to the basic methodological attitudes,
as well as institutional principles of the Anglo-
Saxon academic discourse.

The Russian scholarly community, nowadays,
remains to a large extent on the periphery of this
process [Tsygankov, Tsygankov 2014]. It lags be-
hind not only Europe but also a number of large
developing countries in the representation of its
academic achievements?. The inadequate repre-
sentation of national research in the global de-
bates is equivalent to the lack of influence on the
intellectual landscape defining political, eco-
nomic and social development of the world.

In this regard, national authorities encour-
age active involvement of the country’s re-
search community in transnational academic
communication®. The main emphasis, howev-
er, in the state supported efforts to increase
competitiveness of Russian scientific schools is
placed upon Natural Sciences. Meanwhile,
similar efforts by specialists in Social Sciences,
such as IR, should take into account specific
standards and practices developed in their area
of expertise.

Successful integration of Russian scholars in
the global academic discourse cannot be
achieved through plain copying of foreign expe-
rience. This approach may lead to the loss of the

previous achievements, and therefore, of the
comparative advantages of the national school
that have significant value [Bogaturov 2004;
Tsygankov 2013; Tsygankov, Tsygankov 2006].
Similarly, limitations in the training and estab-
lished methods of work of Russian specialists
cannot be ignored. Thus, an increase in the rep-
resentation of national scholars in the interna-
tional debate is not possible without taking into
account the existing community approaches to
the preparation and presentation of research.

The aim of the study, therefore, is to identify
the major differences in Russian and interna-
tional research and publication practices and to
identify the barriers to the integration of Russian
authors in the global academic discourse.

Some aspects of modern scientific practices
became the subject of detailed studies. In particu-
lar, much attention has been paid to the prob-
lem of correlating further deepening funda-
mental and theoretical research with the objec-
tives of their application to the resolution of
applied problems [Jentleson, 2002; Ish-Shalom
2006; Lepgold, 1998; Lepgold, Nincic 2001;
Walt 2005]. In 2008, this theme was the subject
of a special debate organized by the flagship
journal of the International Studies Association
[Tickner, Tsygankov 2008].

Advanced Western standards of academic
research were reflected in the works on the
methodology of quantitative and qualitative
research [Bennett, Checkel 2015; Brady,
Collier 2010; George, Bennett 2005; King,
Keohane, Verba 1994]. However, in recent
years critical evaluations of the dominant para-
digm of hypothetical-deductive logic of struc-
turing papers became more apparent. The vari-
ous sources of dissatisfaction in it became ap-
parent in the publications by R. Clarke and
D. Primo [Clarke, Primo 2012], D. Levine
and A. Barder [Levine, Barder 2014],
J. Mearsheimer and St. Walt [Mearsheimer,
Walt 2013]. In this context also it is relevant to
mention the once again growing discussion on
transparency of the inquiry in academic publi-

2At the same time, such a peripheral nature is typical for a number of major Western schools — primarily

French one.

3Presidential Decree Ne 539 "On measures to implement the state policy in the field of education and
science." URL: http://5top100.ru/upload/iblock/fa5/fa59da2ed5ba2da3352d1045ed2c2d6e.pdf
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cations [Altman, King 2007; Lupia, Elman
2014; Moravcsik 2014a; Moravesik 2014b].

Meanwhile, it is hardly possible in the exist-
ing literature to find general works covering ac-
ademic and publication practices in IR as a
complex, but at the same time holistic, socially
constructed phenomenon. In Russian research
literature, this topic is even less present. Russian
specialists are paying more attention to the
peculiarities of the organization of science "in-
put" — to the models of state and other support
for research activities, but not to the expected
results of research efforts "output" and forms of
their presentation.

In this regard, the article is intended to draw
attention to the core issues of the current aca-
demic production — expectations of the
Russian and international academic journals
regarding submitted research papers. It should
be stressed that the existing Russian works in
this area are mainly represented by publi-
cations in bibliometrics seeking to define exist-
ing methods and tools of measurement and
evaluation of the productivity of research
[Marshakova-Shaikevich 2008]. At the same
time, numerous qualitative differences (sub-
stantive and organizational) of research dis-
courses are out of focus in this analysis. An
exception in this regard is a book "The Russian
Science of International Relations: New
Directions,” published back in the mid-2000s
[Tsygankov, Tsygankov 2005].

The present study is based on the structured
comparison of standards and practices of both
foreign editions among themselves, and with
their Russian counterparts*. Taking into account
the non-uniformity of any social community, the
emphasis was placed on the study of what can be
described as "best practices" in Russia and in the
world. In this regard, the main attention was fo-
cused upon the experience of leading national
and foreign experts and publications. A consid-
erable part of publications both in Russia and
abroad, as it is evident, are the works that do not
quite meet the high requirements that are con-
sidered in this article.

The article incorporates the monitoring of
expectations and preferences of foreign pub-

lishing communities, as well as materials of 30
expert interviews conducted with the editors of
Russian and foreign academic journals, repre-
sentatives of the leading international publish-
ing houses, and also with Russian and foreign
scholars with experience publishing in interna-
tional journals. The research results were pre-
sented during the thematic roundtables held in
MGIMO and the Moscow State University by
M.V. Lomonosov in May 2015.

1

The notion of "social practices" became one
of the key categories of modern Social Sciences.
Its initial conceptualization is associated with
the works of the Austrian philosopher Ludwig
Wittgenstein [Schatzki 1996] (in particular,
with his work "Philosophical Investigations"
[Wittgenstein 1985]). However, its application
increased dramatically with the "interpretive
turn" in Sociology in the 1970s [Shugalsky
2012: 276]. An important role in the elabora-
tion of the notion played the works by
M. Foucault, P. Bourdieu, E. Giddens,
G. Garfinkel [Reckwitz 2002: 243].

The interest in the study of social practices
emerged as a response to the rigidity of the
previous oppositions of structure and agent
[Giddens 2008]. The appeal to them allowed a
fresh look at one of the fundamental issues in
philosophy and science — the degree of deter-
minism of social behavior, the reality or illu-
sion of freedom of human will. While the tradi-
tional sociological approach presumed strict
conditionality of behavior of the individual by
the organization of the system in which it is
immersed, the theory of social practices al-
leged interactive and mutually constitutive na-
ture of agents and structure.

The presence of social practices is associat-
ed with the correlation by the subjects of their
own actions with the established notions of
acceptable and desirable and at the same time
with their struggle to change their environment
[Bourdieu 1994]. The emergence of this cate-
gory resulted in a shift in research from deter-
mining of driving forces to the analysis of the
process of construction of social reality.

4For more on the methodology, see [George, Bennett 2005]
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The paradigm shift in the study of social pro-
cesses also affected the Sociology of research. The
French specialist Bruno Latour and his British
counterpart Steve Woolgar made a significant
contribution to the appreciation of the impor-
tance of research practices [Ivanov, 2012]. They
concentrate their attention on the dynamics of
the formation of scientific knowledge under con-
ditions of interaction among researchers and be-
tween them and other parts of society [Latour
2013; Latour, Woolgar 1986]. They see in the re-
search an attempt to organize information into
evidence, which for those outside the discipline
could appear as a chaotic set of loosely related
facts. The aim of research then is to choose from
a variety of competing interpretations of the ob-
served phenomena. The ability of members of the
academic community to interpret reality consist-
ently and to agree on the criteria for scientific
character and validity of the hypothesis made, are
conditioned by the skills and knowledge they re-
ceive throughout learning and working together,
their socialization in science.

Unlike the works of Latour and Woolgar, the
present article does not set itself the mission of
making an anthropological study of the forma-
tion of social and scientific knowledge in a
historical retrospective. In this case, the cate-
gory of "scholarly and editorial practices" is
used to reflect well-established models of prep-
aration and presentation of research results.
The constructivist nature of this concept al-
lows to draw a fine line between strict deter-
minism, and complete voluntarism, emphasiz-
ing the dependence of the current situation on
the collective social experience.

In contrast to the traditional analysis of
regulation in society within the tradition of le-
gal research, the study of the social practices
pays greater attention to its informal aspects. It
is often impossible to identify a specific date,
author or document codifying and enshrining
the rules of conduct. In this regard, it is useful
to apply the model of the "life cycle" developed
by the American scholars M. Finemor and
K. Sikkink to define the pathway of the social

practice’s formation. This model allows to esti-
mate the level of the potential costs of imple-
menting standards and the degree of their sta-
bility. According to its authors, the successful
introduction of new rules is inevitably con-
nected with external monitoring and control of
observance. As assimilation of these norms
turns them into a custom, the cost of policing is
reduced, and the regulatory framework be-
comes self-sustaining. Through time it gains a
certain force of inertia.

The model of Finnemore and Sikkink in-
cludes three major stages of development of
formal and informal regulation: origin, "cas-
cade"and internalization of norms [Finnemore,
Sikkink 1998]. At the first stage, the originator
of the future standards articulates their adop-
tion, and he uses the available resources to put
pressure on the members of the target commu-
nity. At the second stage, under the influence
of rational approach, a growing number of
members of the social system begins to adhere
to them because conformity becomes a benefi-
cial strategy. The internalization of norms
(the third phase in the cycle) is associated with
a widening acceptance of practices as self-val-
uable, which drives social agents to execute
them without external coercion, even in the
absence of apparent immediate benefits or
sanctions for non-adherence.

In our view, the model of "life cycle" may
well be applied to the evolution of academic
and editorial practices in Russia at the moment.
In recent years, the initializing role in the na-
tional academic community belongs to the
government agencies which apply (often un-
critically) Western scholarly practices as a ref-
erence model. The most important tool used by
the Ministry of Education and Science to im-
plement these standards is grant funding.
Access to government spending at the level of
individual researchers and research institutions
is stipulated by the publications in journals,
which are indexed in international databases
(mostly in Scopus, Web of Science, but also in
some of the thematic ones)°.

5See, for example, the Tender documents to carry out an open public tender for the grants of the Russian
Science Foundation in the priority area of the Russian Science Foundation "Fundamental research and
exploratory research by individual research groups." 2/5,/2014 URL: http://pHd.pd/ sites/default/

files/docfiles/konkursnaja_dokumentacija.pdf
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Another mechanism used by the govern-
ment is the mandatory requirements to aca-
demic journals imposed by the Higher
Attestation Commission, which regulates allo-
cation of Ph.D. degrees in the country®. They
are expected to make a clear choice of discipli-
nary specialization, perfect use of external peer
review to assess manuscripts, present bibliog-
raphy in accordance with international stand-
ards, as well as other metadata’ for English-
speaking audience.

In relations with the research communities
the Ministry acts as a source of external pres-
sure, which determines the conditions for ac-
cess to both material and status resources.
At the same time, it has limited possibilities for
monitoring and control, related primarily to
the tracking of a number of formal criteria®.

However, there are clear signs of transition
to the second phase of the cycle: the national
research community in the last three to four
years has witnessed a cascade of recognition of
imported norms. Academic journals them-
selves served a principal facilitating role for
spreading normative innovations. Currently, as
a part of the "race for Scopus," leading jour-
nals provide more explicit and detailed expla-
nations of their editorial policy as well as re-
quirements for the articles, take public com-
mitments to adhere to the highest standards of
publication ethics, adopt the procedure of the
double-blind peer review. The growth of the
specialized publications devoted to various
aspects of scientific production is significant,
including the improvement of their websites
[Grigoriev ~ 2014;  Kirsanov  2014].
Consequently, the researchers, who are inter-

ested in the publication of their studies and
promotion up by the career ladder have to
meet the criteria transmitted by the journals.

Thus, currently, international publication
practices are increasingly formalized as the
mandatory requirements of institutions pro-
viding support for research activities and the
presentation of their results. The most striking
evidence of the latter becomes the experience
of the "Vestnik of MGIMO-University", which
requires the submission of articles in a specific
form, reproducing the logic of articles in inter-
national journals’.

However, the need to formalize these kinds
of requirements proves that internalization of
international scientific practices by the Russian
scholarly community has still not occurred.
Their reproduction in domestic publications
depends on a constant external influence
(structural coercion and encouragement).
A significant number of Russian academic
journals demonstrate that new standards often
receive only formal adherence in connection
with the need to meet the state requirements.
That is why this study aspires to compare aca-
demic and editorial practices in those areas
which are less subject to formal regulation. For
these purposes, epistemological, methodologi-
cal and structural differences in the prepara-
tion and presentation of research results, as
well as actual demarcation of the scholarly ac-
tivities, were considered.

2
Despite the rise of a global academic dis-
course accommodating representatives of mul-
tiple research cultures; substantial national,

80rder of the Ministry of Education and Science of Russia of July 25, 2014 Ne 793. On approval of rules
of formation in the notification procedure of the list of peer—reviewed scientific publications, in which should
be published basic scientific results of dissertations for the degree of candidate of science, for the degree of
Doctor of Science and requirements for peer—reviewed publications for inclusion in the list of peer—reviewed
publications, in which to be published basic scientific results of dissertations for the degree of candidate of
science, for the degree of Doctor of Science. URL: http:/ /vak.ed.gov.ru/documents/10179,/513662/4
.+%D0%9F%D1%80%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B0%D0%B7%20%E2%84%96%20
793+%D0%BE%D1%82%2025.07.2014.pdf/d1c208f5-55a2-40c0-9243-d91937ead477

’Names of articles, information about authors, editors, annotations to the articles are understood being
metadata.

8lvoilova I. The monitoring of high schools will take into account the employment of their graduates //
Rossiyskaya Gazeta. 12/22,/2014

9According to the English—-language acronym, the format is called IMRAD: introduction, methodology,
results and their discussion [Nair 2014: 13-25].

International Trends. Volume 14. No. 1 (2). January—March / 2016

79



80

IGOR ISTOMIN, ANDREY BAYKOV

v

regional and paradigmatic differences still per-
sist. Even the Western scholarly community is
not homogeneous and is characterized by seri-
ous metatheoretical and methodological dif-
ferences. Back in the 1990s, Ole Waever noted
a growing gap between the U.S. community
dominated by positivism and post-structuralist
theorizing characteristic of leading European
schools [Waever 1998].

This separation remains significant.
According to the survey "Teaching, research
and international policy," conducted in 2011,
more than half of American specialists use ra-
tionality in different forms as a key category for
explaining IR (57%). The share of adherents of
its purest form — rational choice theory
(RCT) —is up to 7%. Meanwhile, out of the six
European countries, in which this research was
carried out, the similar situation is characteris-
tic only for Ireland (53%) and Norway (66%).

The criticism of rationality of the partici-
pants of the international politics is inherent in
the large Western schools outside the United
States. In the UK, 67% of researchers identify
themselves with it and only 3% use the RCT. In
Australia, there are 63% of critics of rational-
ism and also 3% of RCT supporters; in New
Zealand — 71% and 0; in Finland — 75%, and
0%, respectively. In other European countries,
the gap is somewhat smaller, but also is signifi-
cant: France — 50% and 2%; Denmark — 55%
and 9%; Sweden — 57% and 4%. Even in geo-
graphically close to the United States, Canada,
those who disagree with the assumption of ra-
tional behavior of political actors are in the
majority — 54%. While, in the United States
59% of researchers describe themselves as pos-
itivists, in the UK, there are only 27% of those,
in France — 32%, in Denmark — 34%, and in
Australia — 35% [Maliniak 2012]. The situa-
tion is quite similar also in Germany which was
not included in the study'?.

Existing epistemological differences are
reflected in the choice of the preferred meth-
odology. Among the study participants of
"Teaching, research and international poli-
tics" 46% of American experts stated that
they use quantitative methods of analysis''.
In the UK and France, the figure was 20%
and 19%, respectively (as the main method in
research, they are used by 6% and 2%). As
with meta-theoretical foundations of re-
search, out of the European countries,
Ireland and Norway represent standing alone
cases. In these two quantitative methodology
is applied by 49% and 57% of specialists re-
spectively'?.

In the U.S., since 1960s, the trend towards
establishing International Relations as a scien-
tific discipline resulted in active attempts to
quantify research, the way it was achieved in
Economics and Political Science. Meanwhile,
in European countries poststructuralist relativ-
ism has a much greater impact on social re-
search [Tsygankov, Tsygankov 2006: 99-100,
111-112]. Existing quantitative techniques did
not give the right tools for discourse research,
study of language and cultural foundations of
political behavior.

In non-Anglo-Saxon academic communi-
ties there is a widespread belief that in most
Social Sciences (including History, Political
Science and International Relations) the
methodology based on empirical verification of
hypotheses, is just an unnecessary work, which
does not really lead to an increase in knowl-
edge; and articles published in "standard"
American academic journals contain trivial
argument, which does not require sophisticat-
ed confirmation.

As an argument in favor of this point of view,
many full professors in the U.S. often cease to
publish in peer-reviewed journals, while almost
all their articles in Scopus and Web of Science

9The interview with G. Schneider (Professor, University of Konstanz, Germany, editor of the journal

European Union Politics)

"The contraposition of quantitative and qualitative methods is the traditional division in the methodology
of social sciences. The report "Teaching, research and international policy" the first refers primarily to
different statistical methods for the analysis of empirical data. In other cases in this category, the game—

theoretical modeling also is included.

"2Norway is an exceptional example of the dominance of quantitative methodology, whereas in all the
other countries studied, it is less popular compared to qualitative research.
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refer to the previous period of aspiring for this
position. When they receive their tenure, they
mostly write for policy magazines, their own
blogs, op-eds or publish monographs, trying to
escape editorial red tape.

A similar gap became evident in interviews
conducted for this study. However, the survey
results cast doubt on the prognosis made by
O. Waever that the differences highlighted be-
tween the American and European schools will
continue to grow [Waever 1998: 689]. Several
interviewees'® noted that in recent years there
have been changes in the epistemological and
methodological preferences of European
schools. The desire to increase competitive-
ness of their own work given the dominance of
American researchers, universities and scien-
tific publications pushes them to partly accept
the US methodological and epistemological
approaches. The expansion of American prac-
tices becomes more evident in traditional cent-
ers of European research.

The Russian school of International Studies
developed similarly to its European counter-
parts primarily from Historical disciplines
[Bogaturov, 2004; Torkunov 2012]. Despite
the long period of ideological pressure of the
Marxist doctrine, relying on economic deter-
minism (or perhaps because of it) [Tsygankov,
Tsygankov 2005: 25-29, Tyulin 2002: 395-
397], it is less than American schools, was in-
fluenced by the behavioristic shift in
Economics. In addition, it was obliged from
the very start to provide immediate results for
foreign policy decision making [Khrustalev
2006].

Therefore, quantitative research method-
ology in Russia remains even less represented
than in other European countries. The analy-
sis of publications from five leading national
academic journals on international politics
for 2014 demonstrated that articles contain-
ing quantitative research, accounted for
about 7% of all articles. Given the broad, in-
terdisciplinary focus of some of the volumes,

they include also publications with quantita-
tive analysis, but in the other fields of Political
Science, as well as sociological and economic
studies, which are not always directly related
to international studies. The rest contain
qualitative analysis of the results of quantita-
tive surveys conducted by the authors them-
selves'.

The Russian academic publications quite
rarely apply methods of statistical analysis of
quantitative data. In most cases, it uses de-
scriptive statistics. Examples of formal mode-
ling are extremely rare. The findings of our
research in this case are very similar to the re-
sults presented by Denis Degterev in the cur-
rent issue.

It is worth noting that in other disciplines
(such as History, Economics or Law) meth-
odological barriers between Russian and
Western (or rather American) academic com-
munities are lower". The techniques, used by
the authors from different schools, are much
more compatible. International political stud-
ies, however, are in somewhere between Social
Sciences, which in methodological terms are
closer to the Natural Sciences (such as
Economics and Sociology), and those
which rely on traditional narrative types of
analyzes (including, for example, "History",
"Anthropology").

Such methodological preferences suggest a
similarity of initial positions of national re-
searchers and representatives of other European
academic schools. Meanwhile, at a deeper
epistemological level there is a substantial dis-
tinction between them.

Previously, we mentioned the post-positiv-
ism influence on the development of interna-
tional research outside the United States.
This trend has had a smaller impact on Russia
than on most other European countries. The
analysis of Russian publications for 2014
shows that only in 35.9% of the articles, there
are elements of the anthropological, discur-
sive, cultural or semiotic studies which are

13The interview with B. Heuser (professor at the University of Redding, United Kingdom, editor of the

journal Cold War History), G. Schneider

4In other cases, the use of descriptive statistics did not count.
15The interview with. P.A. Kalinichenko, R. Connolly, A. Fedyashin)
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Table 1
The epistemological and methodological preferences
of the leading national journals on international relations'®

Ne | Journal Share Share
of works using | of works
anthropological, | using
discursive, quantitative
cultural or methods
semiotic of analysis
explanations
of political
phenomena

1 | Vestnik 23.5 20.6

Mezhdunarodnykh
Organizatsiy
(Bulletin
of international
organizations)
2 | Mezhdunarodnye |40.9 0
Otnosheniya
(International
Relations)
3 | Mezhdunarodnye |46.2 0
Protsessy
(International
Processes)
4 | Mirovaya 26.7 5
Ekonomika (World
Economy and
International
Relations)
5 | Polis. Politicheskie |51.7 13.3
Issledovaniya
(Political Studies)
Total share 359 6.9

Source: Authors' calculations based on the publications
of the journals.

associated with the Post-Positivist para-
digm'. In a recent study, Andrey Tsygankov
and Pavel Tsygankov reveal key concepts of
the Russian theory of international relations,
which also reflect the positivist view of inter-
national studies. Meanwhile, in the concep-
tualization of the national foreign policy a
key place is occupied by issues of identity, in
the analysis of which post-structuralist analy-

sis plays and important role [Tsygankov,
Tsygankov 2014: 94].

In the epistemological sense, the Russian
school of the international studies occupies an
intermediate position between the American
and European poles of the international aca-
demic discourse. This school is much more
concerned than the British and continental
researchers about the structural organization
of the world system, the polarity and hierarchy
of the states. At the same time, its members
turn to the constructivist explanatory frame-
work in the study of the foreign policy think-
ing. In most cases, for the Russian specialists,
this combination is not problematic —
for them the contraposition of positivist and
post-positivist explanations is not unusual.
Such a combination could be found in writings
of a number of the leading representatives
of the discipline, A.D. Bogaturov [2008;
2006], A.D. Voskresensky [2006; 2013],
N.A. Kosolapov [2002; 2008], T.A. Shakleina
[2012] and others.

This eclecticism in the eyes of a foreign ob-
server, in fact, reflects the uniqueness of the
historical development of the school. It created
a fundamentally different system of demarca-
tion in the Russian academic community, re-
flecting the dynamics of internal debate. It was
focused to a significant degree on disputes
about the relationship of subject boundaries,
methodology, and if anything, the heuristic
potential of International Relations, on the
one hand, and World Politics as a separate dis-
cipline — on the other. As a consequence, the
Russian immature and fragile school of inter-
national relations found itself early fragmented
into two segments. This created a threat of
separating into two sub-theories, institutional-
ly separated academic schools, and as a result
brought about the risk of a loss of a common
understanding of the subject matter [Bogaturov
2005; Tsygankov 2013].

8The analysis included five leading journals in terms of Science Index for 2014 in the category "Politics.
Palitical sciences." Among them, publications were chosen only in which international political issues are a
major theme, or take an important place. The journal "Mezhdunarodnaya Zhizn" ("International Affairs"]),
which meets these criteria, was excluded because of its predominantly expert—analytical and journalistic,

rather than strictly scientific orientation.

17 At the same time, the largest share of such articles is observed in the journal Polis that in a greater
degree is focused upon the problems relating to domestic policy.
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In the Western academic discourse, World
Politics is not viewed as something substan-
tially different from International Relations.
This notion reflects major, structurally impor-
tant communications in the international sys-
tem, which operate along with the other types
of interactions — the world economy, security,
etc. [Tsygankov 2013]. In Russia, however, the
dispute led not only to the rise of new topics,
but meant also the separation of World Politics
as an academic and educational discipline
which attempted to institutionalize itself
through the creation of departments, faculties
and magazines, including the appearance of a
"canonical" textbook [Lebedeva 2003].

The institutionalization of World Politics
studies, effectively legitimized neoliberal and
then constructivist paradigms in International
Relations, with their traditions, axioms and
research priorities. Otherwise, the dominance
of the structural realist paradigm in Russian
International Studies would preclude the in-
troduction of these theoretical approaches
into the expert discourse. In the second half
of the 1990s, for a number of experts, it was
easier to isolate themselves and move into
another discipline than to prove that they
belonged to a different research tradition.
This became a huge creative force, which
contributed to the opening by the Russian
academic community of the new tools and
approaches in the 1990s — early 2000s
[Bogaturov 2005].

The lack of a conscious self-identification
by the majority of scholars in terms of adher-
ence to a paradigm in the Western sense pre-
vented them from having a critical look at the
limitations of the applied methodology, as well
as recognition and attribution in the interna-
tional discourse, built upon specific pathways
of constructing academic research.

3

The fundamental differences in Russian and
Western academic practices, can be defined by
the conceptual and structural differences in the
presentation of research results. Despite the
continuing epistemological and methodologi-
cal divisions, between scholars in the US and
Europe, the sphere of consensus remains much
wider among them. Therefore, the frontiers
between these two communities are much
more permeable than between them and
Russian academic schools.

The results of this study confirm the wide-
spread notion that preparation of publications
for international publications is associated
with greater complexity and time investment
compared with the writing of articles for
Russian journals'®. In part, this difference is
related simply to the size of academic papers.
Foreign editors accept publications, which on
average are up to two times longer than Russian
journals. For some journals, primarily, for
International Security, the difference may be
even greater'.

Some scholars interviewed noted that all the
relevant research results of the Russian Ph.D.
thesis can be presented in one academic article
for an international journal®. In this regard,
the differences in the expected productivity of
the authors are also revealing. While in the
Western academic community the preparation
of one or two articles a year or even less is quite
sufficient?', in Russia researchers are expected
to prepare a large number of publications while
having a larger teaching load?.

The differences are not purely technical;
they refute a substantive difference in the un-
derstanding of the genre of the research article
as well as in expectations in terms of the level
of scientific validation. For the Russian au-
thors, the main task remains to explain politi-

8The interview with P.A. Kalinichenko (Professor of Moscow State Law Academy, editor of Kutafin
University Law Review), Yu.A. Nikitina (Associate Professor of MGIMO)
19The publication edits articles of up to 20 thousand words, which roughly corresponds to 4 author's

sheets

20The interview of Yu.A. Nikitina (Associate Professor of MGIMO)

2'The interview with A. Fedyashin (assistant professor at American University, USA)

22In research universities in the US, which account for the above-the line scientific work, the research
positions shape a significant proportion of faculty. More than half of such specialists have 4 and fewer hours

of teaching per week [Dillow, Snyder 2015: 503]
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cal significance of the problem and present a
logically consistent argument, supported by
empirical evidence, or analysis of discourse. It
rarely presumes an attempt of theoretical gen-
eralization?. The Russian international heirs
Area studies, which are characterized by suspi-
cion to generalizations.

This approach leads to the predominance
of the narrative and inductive structure of
research; which is built on an aspiration to
identify a case-specific trend or pattern from
a study of individual data. In these circum-
stances, the introductory part of the publica-
tion is often poorly structured and designed
primarily for the presentation of the issues of
concern to scholars?*. The academic article
reproduces the structure of detectives in
which the identity of the offender is revealed
only at the end.

This structure contributes to the multifac-
eted representation of the phenomenon under
study, and to a detailed description of the facts.
Within the narrative-inductive approach, it is
relatively simple to incorporate a wide range of
explanations for a studied phenomenon.

Meanwhile, such structuring of works is less
adapted to verifying causal relations, which is
essential to theory development. It does not
assess the degree of influence of certain varia-
bles on subsequent developments, since induc-
tion is not to determine whether all the neces-
sary and sufficient conditions that predeter-
mined the result are identified. This problem
was addressed by Karl Popper in his delibera-
tion on the problem of "black swan" — the ac-
cumulation of any number of evidence con-
firming a consistent pattern, does not give any

reason to expect that it will remain accurate in
the future [Taleb 2009].

In the United States IR's aspiration for a
"scientific” status , significantly increased the
requirements for the methodological sound-
ness of articles. From the outset, the researcher
is required to present the intellectual context
and identify gaps or inconsistencies in the ex-
isting literature, which she seeks to fill [Jesson
2011: 1-10]%. In many cases, a literature re-
view occupies a significant part of the intro-
ductory sections of the article. The Western
academic tradition largely internalized the
revolution in the bibliometric, sociology of sci-
ence and cognitive psychology, which occurred
in the 20% century. In this regard, it is charac-
terized by a more critical attitude of research-
ers, their ability to absorb information and to
obtain valid conclusions based on it. The mod-
ern research practices are significantly affected
by the legacy of K. Popper and 1. Lakatos?
[Popper 1983; Lakatos 2008].

Unlike the Russian academic community,
international discourse is dominated by the
hypothetical-deductive logic of research
[Clarke, Primo 2012]. It presumes the presen-
tation from the outset of the expected results
based on theoretical models. The articles also
pay greater attention not only to proving the
main hypothesis, but also to descrediting the
alternative ones. This logic is applied to differ-
ent types of academic production, including
not only articles, but books as well.

The hypothetical-deductive logic is primar-
ily associated with theoretical works, pursuing
the task of identifying and interpreting sustain-
able patterns of social development. Consistent

23The non-theoretic character of the domestic researches was noted by |.G. Tyulin at the end of the
1990s [Tyulin 2002 401-403], since then the amount of theoretical work has increased, but they still
occupy a small niche. Editors of domestic journals note a very small proportion of the actual theoretical work
(the interview with M.V. Kharkevich (MGIMO Associate Professor, editor of Vestnik MGIMO University),
S.V. Chugrov (MGIMO professor, editor in chief of the journal Palis. Politicheskie Issledovaniya (Political
Studies]

24nversion of this approach is to recognize the popular among the domestic publications, an essay or
feature article format, which is a free discourse on the chosen topic, followed by unstructured references
to some specific factual confirmation.

25The interview with V. Feklyunina (Associate Professor of the University of Newcastle, the editor of the
magazine Politics), A.P. Tsygankov (Professor of San Francisco State University), G. Schneider

28An explicit example of the latter provides a collection designed to assess the state of the main
theoretical approaches of discipline assuming the criteria laid by I. Lakatos, its preparation was attended by
the leading US international relations experts [EIman, Elman 2003]
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with the logic of K. Popper, potential theoreti-
cal reasoning should be formulated in such a
way as to yield to empirical testing. This struc-
ture, however, is also applied to studies of par-
ticular phenomena or specific events. In the
beginning of the paper, one should formulate
an explanation and alternative interpretations
of the studied object, and then find confirma-
tion of the assumptions and rebuttals of the
alternative ones?. In this case, the more ap-
propriate analogy becomes not a detective in-
vestigation as in the case of the Russian publi-
cations, but a court hearing in which the de-
fendants are known in advance, but their guilt
shall be proven.

If within the scope of the behavioral revolu-
tion originally, the tendency to increase re-
quirements for the methodological soundness
of the results was expressed in the develop-
ment of techniques of quantitative analysis, in
the last two decades standards of works carried
out in the methodology of qualitative research
also have significantly increased [King,
Keohane, Verba 1994; George, Bennett 2005].
Given that in such publications the generali-
zations are made based on material related to
a limited number of empirical examples, par-
ticular attention is paid to the scientific sig-
nificance and representativeness of the select-
ed cases. The paper published in the interna-
tional edition, as usual, should include sub-
stantiation of methods and sampling of cases
for analysis.

Moreover, today, in qualitative research
(similar to quantitative) a number of experts
are demanding to increase transparency of in-
formation substantiating the author’s claims
[Moravcsik 2014a; Moravcsik 2014b]. In quan-
titative research publishing raw data became an
established practice, so that colleagues could
rerun the models and check the results
[Altman, King 2007]%. The transfer of this
practice within the sphere of qualitative analy-

sis does not necessarily bring the same results
as in this case, while there is more room for
different interpretations of the information
obtained from sources®.

The described structural disparities are
caused by the difference in functional under-
standing of research contribution: the Russian
academic community puts a greater emphasis
on describing the actual events of the inter-
national environment in all their complexity,
which in international journals occupies a
marginal position. In the West, by contrast,
the emphasis is on identifying variables and
assessing their effect. Although, some writ-
ings on IR history are still adherent to the
narrative approach, even in this field authors
attempt to define ever more rigorously an
analytical prism, through which the patterns
are estimated?.

For all the merits of the hypothetical-de-
ductive approach in recent years, in the
Western research community itself there is in-
creasing criticism from different methodologi-
cal positions. In particular, John Mearsheimer
and Steven Walt pointed that the excessive fo-
cus of scholars on the verification of individual
hypotheses obscures the need for incorpora-
tion of their results into a broader explanatory
scheme to which the studied phenomenon
pertains [Mearsheimer, Walt 2013]. Meanwhile,
this out of context research becomes less rele-
vant in explaining the real-world effects. The
consistent application of a hypothetical-de-
ductive approach leads to the impoverishment
of descriptions of phenomena, that may result
in emasculation of understanding of their es-
sence®'. Moreover, Richard Clarke and David
Primo formulated an even harsher criticism of
the hypothetical-deductive approach, noting
that the emphasis on verification of theories
impoverishes academic activities, as other sig-
nificant research problems are misplaced at the
periphery [Clarke, Primo 2012].

27t is worth noting that despite the warnings of K. Popper in relation to "the logic of confirmation," it
continues to play a significant role in the research practices of foreign scientific communities.
28The interview with H. Urdal (editor of Journal of Peace Research)

28The interview with A.P. Tsygankov

30The sensational work of Christopher Clark, dedicated to the origins and causes of World War |, is a

good example of it [Clark 2012]

3'The interview with A.Vasilieva (professor at the Monterey Institute of International Studies)
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In a highly competitive environment, the
trend towards fragmentation of the subject
field is evident: for researchers, especially
young ones, it is easier to study issues, regard-
less of their practical or theoretical signifi-
cance, if they are convenient from a methodo-
logical point of view, and allow to prepare an
article quickly®2. A couple of decades ago, in-
ternational studies in the West have were criti-
cized for unproductive paradigmatic dispute —
"great debates" without effect. Today, they are
faced with the opposite problem — too much
enthusiasm in particular matters, which con-
tribute little to the overall understanding of
international politics.

The unfolding discussion about the rele-
vance of academic publications on interna-
tional relations to the practice of foreign policy
is indicative. Although in the United States,
there is a constant flow of ideas between the
political and the academic community, it con-
sists of a limited group of experts [Istomin
2012]. A significant part of publications is a
"pure study,” devoid of prospects for practical
application, and not conducive to the develop-
ment of theory.

A number of interviewed experts attributed
the greatest barriers to the integration of
Russian representatives in the global aca-
demic discourse primarily to the structural
and functional differences’. At the same
time, it seems to be wrong to absolutize their
depth. At the level of MA and Ph.D. theses
hypothetical-deductive logic of the study is
very much present. Currently, the require-
ment on justification of the study in terms of
its contribution to the existing literature, the
theoretical and methodological foundations
of the research, as well as the substantiation
of the theoretical significance of the work, is
not only part of the academic tradition, but is
incorporated in the formal requirements®.

Thus, Russian experts, for the most part, are
not only familiar with this form of structuring
the papers, but also have the experience of
their implementation.

At the same time, attempts made today to
involve Russian researchers in the interna-
tional academic environment do not always
properly reflect the nature of existing differ-
ences. Moreover, in some cases, they may con-
tribute to further conservation of barriers.

In particular, the current prescriptions of the
Ministry of Education and Science of Russia to
increase expectations regarding publication ac-
tivity by authors and adherence to bibliometric
databases has led to an actual further reduction
of the length of articles. Thus, the growing re-
quirements for postgraduates and postdoctoral
students to reflect the results of their thesis re-
search in a large number of publications have
stimulated a pressure on academic journals,
forced to include more works in limited availa-
ble space. The need for detailed abstracts and
bibliographies (for the people aspiring to get to
the International Review databases in two ver-
sions — in accordance with the Russian State
Standard and for an international audience)
takes a substantial part in journals. Under these
circumstances, it is ever more difficult to expect
productive discussions with the existing litera-
ture, the intensive use of a references, a detailed
justification of the methodology used in a
shortening format of scholarly papers.

pal

While there is a significant gap in prepara-
tion of articles between Russia and the West,
there is some convergence in practices of aca-
demic editing in recent years. The leading role
in this process belongs to top Russian maga-
zines such as "Problems of Economics,"
"Sotsis", "Polis", "International Processes".
Meanwhile, the competition between editions

32The interview with R. Connolly (Professor, University of Birmingham, the editor of Eurasian Geography

and Economics)

33The interview with A.Vasilyeva, R. Legvold (professor at Columbia University), M.V. Kharkevich, A.P.

Tsygankov

34GOST R 7.0.11-2011 Dissertation and Extended Abstract of Dissertation. The structure and rules of

execution.

URL: http://protect.gost.ru/v.aspx?control=8&baseC=-18&page=0&month=-1&year=—

1 &search=8&RegNum=1&DocOnPageCount="158id=171831&pageK=180F672A-FEA9-4CA1-BAD8-

C3BB4D691DB7
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promotes the transfer of the advanced stand-
ards to some other journals.

Currently, a new type of editions has start-
ed to emerge — published by Russian edito-
rial teams, but from the very beginning ori-
ented towards dialogue with foreign audi-
ences. This phenomenon is typical for the
international legal disciplines (the appear-
ance of new journals, such as "Russian Law
Journal," "Kutafin University Law Review"),
which for a long time remained among the
least internationalized.

Emerging trends in adaptation of the best
international practices of publication are stim-
ulated by the government policies for integra-
tion of Russian academic publications in the
international database (Web of Science and
Scopus). Given the active position of the na-
tional government bodies, the interest and at-
tention to bibliometric tools of research pro-
ductivity significantly increased in Russia in
recent years [Arefiev 2014: 93].

The survey conducted for the current arti-
cle demonstrated that scholars from the U.S.
universities showed little interest in the quan-
titative evaluation of academic productivity by
their employees. When searching for literature
and choosing books for the publication, they
are primarily looking on the quality perfor-
mance and knowledge of the own discipline.
In this context, a meaningful evaluation sys-
tem, based on the practice of "double-blind
peer review" plays an important role. Only in
assessment of the activities of scholars for ten-
ure the issue of bibliometric indicators be-
comes relevant®,

A similar focus on quality assessment in-
struments is typical for European researchers.
At the same time, they pay more attention to
bibliometrics compared with overseas counter-
parts. In the case of the UK, this attention is
linked to the procedure of regular government
monitoring of Universities and to the role of

the state grant funding. Similarly as in Russia,
in Britain the supervisory government agencies
use bibliometric indicators to measure produc-
tivity of researchers®. While European univer-
sities lack the institution of tenure, scholars
face reassessment every several years through
their career?.

Therefore, the recent years witnessed a
growing importance of the Google Scholar
search engine which is used as a tool to moni-
tor publication activity both by governments
and scholars themselves. Although, bibliomet-
ric mechanisms are more susceptible to ma-
nipulation compared to Scopus and Web of
Science, it has an undoubted advantage as it
automatically integrates links to the articles in
full-text databases. For example, in the UK it
is Google Scholar, which has been selected by
the government departments and the university
community as a key mechanism for tracking
the publication activity of scholars3.

The Russian editions in their requirements
for submitted manuscripts, largely repeat the
standards of the leading international journals,
including the demand of a significant contri-
bution to the academic debate, reliance on
theoretical knowledge, provision of methodo-
logical support, involvement in the discussion
with the literature. However, these points re-
main rather wishes related to the ideal model.
In published articles several components from
the list may be well absent. The process of in-
ternalization of the adopted standards is far
from complete. Despite the growing recogni-
tion of the proclaimed standards as justified,
they are still often perceived as imposed from
above. Observance of the best practices is de-
pendent on maintaining external pressure, as
well it is embodied in a concentration on fol-
lowing formal criteria often without mastering
the academic culture that lies at the core.

Meanwhile, Western research communities
also face transformation of publication prac-

35The interview with J. Knopf (professor at the Monterey Institute of International Studies), R. Legvold,

A. Fedyashin

38In the US today, the attempts to build more sophisticated evaluation of scientific productivity are

assumed [Lane, Owen—Smith, Rosen, \Weinberg 2014]

37The interview with B. Heuser, V. Feklyunina

%8The interview with E. Karagiannis (Associate Professor at King's College, University of London),

V. Feklyunina
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tices. The growing competition between jour-
nals and authors deforms the established rules,
and the introduction of new information sys-
tems leads to the emergence of new formats of
the dissemination of research results.

5

In both Russian and international journals
in most cases, editorial teams and editors-in-
chief in particular play the central role in pub-
lication process®. Editorial boards, reviewers
and publishers play only a supporting role, al-
though important, in the publication process.
Definition of strategic directions of editorial
policy and decision on publication of individu-
al articles remains the prerogative of the edi-
tors-in-chief.

Such centralization in international jour-
nals even increased recently due to the growth
in the number of submissions. Although, many
editorial teams are formed at Universities, they
provide a free opportunity to submitting arti-
cles for publication, and institutional affilia-
tion does not create significant benefits for the
local researchers. Moreover, the founders of
the most authoritative foreign publishers are
often professional associations, interested in
the broadest possible representation of differ-
ent authors.

As a result of the increase in the flow of
manuscripts, the refusal rate by the editorial
teams without review (the so-called "desk re-
Jject") is on the increase as well. The demarca-
tion of journal profile and priorities, as well as
its methodological and thematic expectations
has an enhanced significance®. This trend
contradicts the desire of the leading journals to
act as integrators of the discipline and even
platforms of interdisciplinary dialogue on ur-
gent problems of social development. This

contradiction pushes them to the methodo-
logical and theoretical cohesiveness. Mean-
while, consolidation of hierarchies of aca-
demic publications forces most editions,
apart from a few leading journals to search for
their own niche to win a stable, albeit a limited
audience*!.

The structure of the Russian editorial com-
munity is significantly different. Except for a
small range of the volumes ("Polis", "Inter-
national Processes") most journals belong to
individual universities or institutes of the
Russian Academy of Sciences. Universities
"Bulletins" serve primarily the interests of their
faculties and graduates. Therefore, the journal
tends to publish mostly the authors a specific
institution to which it is related.. Along with
the scientific function, they work for some-
thing which could be called a social cause,
helping young researchers publish their first
works, as well as enabling professionals work-
ing on the basis of grants, to fulfill their condi-
tions. The publications of the Academy of
Sciences, tend, as a rule, to show greater open-
ness than University publications. Still, only a
small circle of leading journals act as nation-
wide platforms.

The Russian scientific community does not
incur a deficit of papers, although sometimes a
considerable part of the manuscripts coming to
the editions is characterized by low quality®.
At the same time, the level of competition be-
tween authors, even in the top Russian journals
is lower than in the international ones. As a
result, in Russia there is no significant the-
matic and methodological differentiation of
journals, as it is in the global academic dis-
course.

This situation has a negative impact, par-
ticularly on the competitiveness of the national

39The interview with B. Jan (Professor at the University of Sussex, the chief editor of European Journal
of International Relations), K. Inglis (Professor, University of Sydney, the chief editor of International
Sociology), S. Lynn—Jones (editor of International Security), J. Urdall, P. Hut (professor at the University of
Maryland, the editor of the journal Journal of Conflict Resolution), as well as D.A. Maleshin (Professor of

Moscow State University by

M.V. Lomonosov, editor of Russian Law Journal), M.V. Kharkevich,

A.L. Chechevishnikov (Deputy Director of the Institute of International Studies, MGIMO, the chief editor of
the almanac Notebooks for conservatism), S.V. Chugrov, Some exceptions from the total number.
Publications Cold War History (interview with B. Heuser)

40The interview with P. Hut, G. Schneider
41The interview with R. Connolly

42The interview with P.A. Kalininchenko, M.V. Kharkevich, S.V. Chugrov
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research community in the global academic
debate where one of the most important keys
to a successful publication — is the selection
process which is performed by a suitable jour-
nal®. Russian scholars often do not have these
skills and recognize the specifics of editorial
policy of different journals poorly. This has
negative impact on the prospects of their arti-
cles being selected for publication.

Another important institute in the interna-
tional scholarly practice is the "double-blind
peer review." It involves an assessment of the
manuscripts by external and independent ex-
perts who receive them without the author's
name. Similarly, the personality of the reviewer
is not revealed to the author. In recent years,
top Russian journals have become much more
responsible in peer reviewing their submis-
sions. They are pushed to perfect it, in particu-
lar, linked to the requirements of international
databases.

Russian and international journals face sim-
ilar challenges in searching for qualified spe-
cialists capable of providing a deep and fair
evaluation of the submissions*. Given that this
activity in most cases does not imply a financial
reward, and is not taken into account in the
academic assessment in Universities, the con-
sent to review manuscripts of high-quality pro-
fessionals becomes highly valuable. Apparently,
the prestige of being a reviewer is no longer a
sufficient incentive for scholars dealing with
other priorities. In this respect, the journals
have to rely more on the members of editorial
boards to participate in the examination of the
materials obtained, who are not always availa-
ble or knowledgeable on the particular issues.

Despite the strengthening of peer review
procedures in the Russian research communi-
ty, there are still may difference with interna-
tional academic practices. Russian journals
perceive it primarily as a tool to make informed
decisions on acceptance or rejection. They can
also use them to justify rejection by transfer-
ring responsibility from the editors to anony-
mous reviewers.

Similar motifs are present in the interna-
tional editorial teams. However, peer review is
also seen as a tool to improve the quality of the
papers®. It is extremely rare that the manu-
script is published in its original form. As a
rule, reviews provides substantial recommen-
dations, which help to develop the argument.
Therefore, external expertise is considered not
only in terms of its value to the editors, but also
of its usefulness for the authors.

This application of reviews requires the cul-
ture of constructive perception of criticism,
which is largely present in the Western com-
munity. Despite some cases of harsh reviews,
international journals expect authors to take
into account comments or express a justified
rebuttal. However, some Russian authors are
more sensitive regarding such form of critical
evaluation. It is not uncommon when they re-
fuse to take into account recommendations of
anonymous experts.

Establishing a culture of the peer review
seems to be the most important task for aca-
demic journals in Russia. The elaboration of
structured peer-review tools is becoming an
important step in this direction. In some cases,
questionnaires developed by Russian journals
(such as "Polis" and "International Processes"),
are even more sophisticated than similar in-
struments used by their foreign colleagues.

However, the introduction of the practice of
peer review as a basic tool of the quality con-
trol of academic production means prolonga-
tion of the editorial cycle. Currently, the lead-
ing international journals struggle with a lag
between the submission and publication of ar-
ticles, which becomes a painful issue for the
authors. The practice of electronic publishing
has developed as a response. A number of tra-
ditional publishers posts on their website the
final version of the article before the release of
the printed issue.The distribution of articles
through "open access," which are published in
the Internet exclusively and ensure dissemina-
tion without any charge for readers, becomes
another alternative. In this case, all the publi-

43The interview with K. Inglis, J. Urdal

44The interview with K. Inglis, S. Lynn—Jones, S. Chugrov

45The interview with S. Lynn—Jones, H. Urdal
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cation and editorial costs are borne by the au-
thors in the form of a manuscript processing
fee, which in the leading British and American
journals can range from several hundreds to
several thousands of dollars.

The desire to expand free access to research
publications is very much present in the
Russian research community as well. A signifi-
cant part of the Russian editions post some or
all of their materials in the public domain.
Meanwhile, for them even more than for their
Western colleagues, the search for a sustainable
financial model remains urgent.

¥ ok k

The current Russian policies to strengthen
research activities placed the journals in the
center of the debate on the quality control of
scholarly publications. Incorporation of inter-
national academic and editorial practices ac-
celerated significantly in the last several years.
This process, which gained so intense and
rapid momentum, itself requires scholarly as-
sessment, as well as adequate theoretical and
methodological support.

This study represents one of the first sys-
tematic attempts in this regard. It shows a sig-
nificant asymmetry in the adaptation of re-
search and editorial standards and behaviors
based on international experience. It also con-
firms that the current introduction of foreign
norms often is not conducive to the practical
integration of the national research communi-
ty in the global academic discourse.

The Russian and foreign communities of IR
scholars still continue to exist in a fundamen-
tally different frame of references, which is re-
flected in the main product of their work — aca-
demic publications. At the heart of the problem
is diverging principles of evaluation of articles in
Russia and abroad, where manuscripts are "re-
jected" by the double-blind peer review.
Reviewers often put an emphasis not on a depth
of findings and observations, but on the quality
of methodological tools, adequacy of the em-
pirical data, and compliance with the established
"normative” structure of an academic article.

Many authors, especially European ones,
preferring a discursive style of presentation of
scholarly research, acknowledge that there is a

virtual monopoly of Anglo-Saxon journals in
the methodology of publications. For interna-
tional relations experts not only from Russia
but also from France, the Czech Republic,
Hungary, Germany, it is difficult to structure an
article as it is expected in the Anglo-American
journals: as they have not been taught to write
this way neither in school, nor at University.

The globalization of the scientific space,
however, has increased the competition for
ideas, researchers, students. Therefore, the
need to adapt to long-established international
best practices is beyond doubt. It is important
that this process be not spontaneous, but con-
scious and manageable. So a model of aca-
demic catching-up development should be
avoided. This model is very much present in a
number of research communities, who were
naturally drawn into the orbit of the Anglo-
Saxon academic discourse.

However, changing the attitudes on several
levels would contribute to a greater representa-
tion of Russian scholarly community in a glob-
al discourse. In order to achieve this, more at-
tention should be paid to methodological as-
pects of postgraduate training. In particular, it
would make sense to introduce specialized
courses on preparation of academic publica-
tions, inviting foreign specialists. The recent
reforms included attempts to introduce the
practice of structured educational post-gradu-
ate programs in Russia. However, except for a
small number of the leading Universities, the
majority of schools do not give priority to the
methodological aspects of training young pro-
fessionals in the field of Political Science.

The expectations regarding the productivity
of academic production should be changed on
national and University levels. It should seek to
reduce the number of published materials
while increasing their quality. It is important to
ensure the possibility of placing major research
articles, 10 to 15 thousand words long, which
could incorporate a detailed analysis of the
available literature, the justification for meth-
odological tools, and would contain a detailed
analysis of the empirical material. This would
be the best training for the preparation of
manuscripts for international publications,
and at the same time; it would enhance the
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value of Russian journals as sources of original
academic research.

A significant resource to improve the quality
of Russian publications can be found in revi-
sion of peer review standards and its transfor-
mation from a restrictive mechanism to the
component of academic debate that allows to
correct the committed errors in methodology
and to fill the gaps left in the arguments. Such
transformation would require nurturing a cul-
ture of tolerance to external criticism.

Adaptation to advanced international
standards by the Russian research community

should not undermine its traditional strengths,
such as commitment to a broad and nuanced
understanding of reality, epistemological
openness and lack of "paradigmatic funda-
mentalism”, orientation of academic produc-
tion towards significant applied issues. The
integration of the best forms the international
practices requires understanding their inher-
ent limitations. A formalistic approach built
on the assimilation of foreign experience can
lead to excessive bureaucratization of re-
search with a substantial depletion of its ac-
tual value.
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