Ron Hancock - a passionate scientist and a Great Man
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Ronald Hancock (Phot. 1) started his scientific career with studies on pro-
karyotic systems. Although his studies in this area were quite productive [1-
3], he soon became interested in eukaryotic cell nucleus and started studies of
chromatin and DNA replication. From the beginning of his work in this new
field Ron Hancock had made important observations that were published in top
rating journals [4-8]. In the following years Ron Hancock contributed a lot to the
studies of chromatin replication [9] and of high-orders chromatin packaging. In
particular, his works disclosed the role of topoisomerase II in separation of the
structural-functional units of the eukaryotic genome [10-13]. More current inter-
ests of Ron Hancock were focused on the role of entropic forces in assembly of
nuclear compartments and chromatin folding. Ron Hancock was, perhaps, the
first biologist who appreciated the important role of these forces in living cells.
His experimental works in this area [14-16] constituted a basis for the modern
concepts of the nuclear compartments assembly.

Phot. 1. Ron Hancock.

I had the opportunity to work twice in the laboratory of this wonderful man
- 3 months in 1990 and 6 months in 1992. The laboratory was very small. In fact,
the only person who had a permanent position was Ron himself. The team of
temporary employees naturally changed with time. I'll say right away that Ron
himself carried out experiments. This is very important, because a person who
does experiments himself does not come up with impossible tasks. The atmo-
sphere in the laboratory was very friendly, almost family-like. On my first visit, I
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Phot. 2. Ron camping.

stayed at Ron’s cottage for quite a while until Ron found me
a place to rent. The same thing happened again during the
second visit, when I arrived with my family and Olga Iar-
ovaya, a collaborator from my laboratory in Moscow, also
came with me. Ron treated all of us, and other laboratory
employees, with great warmth and care, and helped solve
various everyday issues that inevitably arise when you
come to work in another country. I can mention, for exam-
ple, that he himself came by car to Montreal to meet us at the
airport and bring us to Quebec. After my return to Moscow,
Ron found a lawyer in Quebec who got me back part of the
taxes I had paid.

In the evenings, over a glass of wine in Ron’s cottage,
there was an informal discussion of science, and a number
of other issues. Ron told a lot of interesting things about
Quebec and showed us the surrounding sites, first old Que-
bec itself, and then the waterfalls, Jacques Cartier National
Park, the zoo and much more (Phot. 2).

It was very easy and interesting to discuss work with Ron,
not only current projects, but also global tasks in general.
He somehow imperceptibly identified an interesting topic
for discussion and then listened more than he spoke, some-
times making very accurate comments. His “disinterested”
attitude towards science was striking. Science was never a
career path for him, but rather a passion that was part of his
life. After returning from Canada, I met with Ron several
times in France and then in Poland. Each such meeting put
me in a positive mood. Ron just radiated some kind of calm
and confidence. And of course, Ron did the experiments
himself until the end and never tried to quickly join some
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scientific trend that had become fashionable, but worked on
what was really interesting to him. In recent years, this has
primarily concerned the role of entropic forces in the orga-
nization of the cell nucleus, and of the living cell as a whole.

People like Ron are rare in the modern scientific world.
Communication with him helped me take a new look at
both science and the tasks of scientists.
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