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IN MEMORIAM

SERGEY S. ARTOBOLEVSKIY
(1953-2014)

Two major figures in Russian regional science — both highly regarded in interna-
tional professional circles — have died in recent years.

Academician Alexander Granberg, who died in August, 2010, in his 75th year,
began his scientific career in the Institute of Economics and Industrial Engineer-
ing of the Siberian Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences in Novosibirsk. As
arenowned researcher into regional programming and modelling, he was appoint-
ed head of Institute in succession to the ‘reform economist” Abel Aganbegyan.
Later he moved to Moscow where he was elected Chairman of the Academy’s
Council for the Study of Productive Forces (SOPS). He directed the Regional
Science Committee of the Russian Academy for many years as a member of the
Presidium of the Academy. During the last phase of his career, he also headed the
Department of Regional Studies of the State University of Economics in Moscow
and published a series of books on Russian regional development and policy and
on various subjects in the methodology of regional analysis (e.g. Westlund ef al.,
2000; Granberg, 2000; Granberg, ed., 2001, 2004* Granberg ef al., 2007).

Sergey Artobolevskiy, who died at the age of 61 on March 18, 2014, was an
active member of Granberg’s intellectual workshop.

This outstanding researcher was born into a Russian historical family of intel-
lectuals. His grandfather, a descendant of a family of priests, was [oann Artobo-
levskiy, professor of the Department of Theological Studies of the Agricultural
Academy of Moscow, and a prominent theologian. The Soviet regime first im-
prisoned and then executed him in 1938. He was declared a martyr in 2000. It
was due entirely to chance that the next generation of the family, Sergey’s father
and uncle, were saved from the repression of the regime. The father, also named
Sergey Artobolevskiy, was an eminent Professor at the Moscow University of En-
ergy, and he became a hugely respected international expert on Automation, and
his brother, academician Ivan Artobolevskiy, founder of the Faculty of Mechan-
ics and Mathematics of the Lomonosov University was later elected Chairman of
Society Knowledge (Znanie).



6 In Memoriam

Sergey Artobolevskiy, educated in a broad-minded family of scientists with
great cultural traditions, graduated from his English-language high school and
studied at the Faculty of Geography of the Lomonosov University in Moscow.
Whilst still a university student, he began to carry out research at the Department
of Economic Geography of Capitalist Countries at the Faculty of Geography. In
1974 he was employed by the Institute of Geography of the RAS, where his re-
search topic was the study of the regional aspects of Britain’s manufacturing in-
dustry. He prepared and defended his Candidate of Sciences dissertation on this
topic in 1982.

Thanks to his excellent knowledge of English, he was able to join the interna-
tional network of regional science quite early. He was a member of the editorial
board of the International Geographical Congress of 1976 in Moscow, and from
the mid-1980s he gathered material for his doctoral dissertation within the frame-
work of his foreign study visits to the UK, the Netherlands and several Central
European countries. At the end of the second phase of his career, in 1992, he suc-
cessfully defended his doctoral dissertation entitled The Regional Policy of West
European Countries. The book based on his dissertation was published by Jessica
Kingsley Publishers in London and brought international recognition for the au-
thor (Artobolevskiy, 1997). During the last fifteen years of his scientific career —
the last phase — he participated in countless international conferences and research
programmes, and numerous foreign journals elected him to their editorial boards
and advisory bodies. He was, in fact, a member of the editorial board of Euro-
pean Spatial Research and Policy for some years. Foreign organisations invited
him as an external expert to participate in their Russian programmes, and he was
a permanent participant in international scientific forums, conferences and debate
sessions held in Moscow. He worked in the TACIS programme of the European
Commission and in Russian projects of the World Bank. He was chief scientific
secretary of the International Academy of Regional Development and Coopera-
tion in Moscow and a promoter of regional research on the boards of international
foundations such as Carnegie Centre Moscow and Information Science for De-
mocracy. He held courses and undertook research on several occasions in the Uni-
versities of Oxford, Glasgow and Amsterdam and frequently lectured at German,
Belgian, Hungarian and Polish universities.

He had a wide-ranging research profile: he published a Russian-language study
on British regional development in 1992 and also laid the scientific groundwork of
modern Russian regional policy based on the investigation of European regional
development and policy (Artobolevskiy, 1992). He published several studies on
Russian regional development and on the interpretation, instruments and institu-
tions of spatial policy (Artobolevskiy and Treivish, eds., 2001). On several oc-
casions he used the mass media to present his standpoint on spatial settlement,

demographic, spatial economic and regional power relations of the Russian transi-
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tion, crisis eras and future renewal. He was a well-known and popular participant
in televised debates.

He had an outstanding capacity for organizing scientific life, something which
was already visible in the early years of his scientific career. He was appointed
head of the Department of Economic and Social Geography of Institute of Geog-
raphy of RAS in 1996, and under his leadership the international relations of the
country’s pre-eminent regional research workshop blossomed, the number of its
international publications increased and its scientific results were recognized by
the Russian political and economic decision-making elite. He became a key figure
in the Academy’s regional research programme managed by Granberg. Their com-
mon dream was to improve the international competitiveness of Russian regional
development and to domesticate this scientific discipline within the Russian no-
menclature and higher education. Their aim was to establish a regional scientific
research network comprising 15-20 units, and in this the experience of the Centre
for Regional Studies of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences was utilized to define
the operational system and scientific programme of the network. Foreign dissemi-
nation of the results achieved by Russian researchers remained close to his heart,
and he developed the concept of a journal under the name Regional Research of
Russia for this particular purpose. The journal publishes studies written in English
in prominent Russian-language journals. The chief editor of the journal — issued
four times per year since 2011 — was Sergey Artobolevskiy. In addition to this, he
was appointed a member of the editorial board of a dozen Russian journals.

Managing large-scale research projects and editing books to disseminate the
research findings were important elements of his activities directed at the organi-
sation of scientific life. The Russian Ekonomist Publishing House published a vol-
ume analysing the socio-economic transformation of the Khanty-Mansi autono-
mous okrug in 2007, which was prepared by Artobolevskiy’s workshop (Arto-
bolevskiy and Glezer, eds., 2007). The conclusions to be drawn from studying
the development of a principal area of the Russian oil and gas industries (where
GDP per capita far exceeded the national average) were that diversification to-
gether with the development of the necessary infrastructure and human resources
had to be launched as soon as possible. The volume summarising the results of
the research on Russian regional development and policy produced by the scien-
tific community under his leadership was published by Artobolevskiy in 2011 and
achieved immediate success on the Russian scientific book market (Artobolevskiy
and Glezer, eds., 2011).

Sergey Artobolevskiy cultivated strong ties to the Centre for Regional Stud-
ies of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, and from the beginning of the 1990s
he held presentations at almost every international conference organized by the
Institute, several of his publications being published in Hungarian professional
Jjournals. He was the chief promoter of — and driving force behind — almost twen-
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ty years of cooperation between the Russian and Hungarian Academies, and we
are profoundly grateful for the 2011 publication in Moscow of a volume on the
regional aspects of the Hungarian and Central European transition (Artobolevs-
kiy and Horvath, eds., 2011). He appreciated the results of Hungarian regional
research and contributed greatly to their popularisation in Russian scientific life.

My friendship with Sergey flourished for nearly thirty years, and I invariably
enjoyed his sense of humour, his familiarity with Russian culture and also his Eu-
ropean mentality. I highly esteemed his sensitivity to scientific problems and his
innate curiosity, which extended far and embraced the most minute detail. I ap-
preciated both his natural modesty and his own, very characteristic manner. We
had, in fact, several common plans, and I sincerely hope that at least some of these
will be realised in partnership with his colleagues and students. This, at least, we
owe to his memory.
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PART I

PLANNING SYSTEMS FACING HERITAGE ISSUES IN EUROPE:
FROM PROTECTION TO MANAGEMENT, IN THE PLURAL
INTERPRETATIONS OF THE VALUES OF THE PAST

Guest editor: ANNA GEPPERT

FOREWORD

The present issue of European Spatial Research and Policy is the first of two
numbers dedicated to ‘Planning systems facing heritage issues in Europe: from
protection to management, in the plural interpretations of the values of the past’.
The concept arose from a meeting held in June 2013 at the conference on ‘Chang-
ing Cities’ in Skiathos, Greece, where a group of planners decided to compare the
experiences we have at the interface between heritage and planning in a range of
European countries.

European societies are becoming increasingly fond of the historical dimen-
sion of their cities. Traces from the past, both physical and cultural, are cherished
because they are carrying territorial identities. This evolution has reached the Eu-
ropean discourse, with the Florence convention of the Council of Europe (2000),
as well as the Leipzig Charter on Sustainable European Cities, which states in
its Preamble that ‘Our cities possess unique cultural and architectural qualities,
strong forces of social inclusion and exceptional possibilities for economic devel-
opment’ (Informal Council of the Ministers in charge of Urban Development of
the European Union, 2007).

At the global level, UNESCO promotes a similar vision. The Recommendation
on the Historic Urban Landscape (2011) defines historic urban landscape:

[...] the urban area understood as the result of a historic lavering of cultural and natural values
and attributes, extending beyvond the notion of *historic centre’ or ‘ensemble’ to include the broader
urban context and its geographical setting. This wider context includes notably the site’s topography,
geomorphology, hydrology and natural features, its built environment, both historic and contempo-
rary, its infrastructures above and below ground, its open spaces and gardens, its land use patterns
and spatial organization, perceptions and visual relationships, as well as all other elements of the



