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The Sakharov-Medvedev Debate on Détente and Human Rights From the Jackson-Vanik Amendment to
the Helsinki Accords. The Journal of Cold War Studies, 2021
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P11 CBeBIlI Kak UMIIYJIBEC & 1

MICTOPUUECKUX MUCCIIeIOBaHUN

- By the 1960s, following the bolder de-

. Stalinization course launched by the 22nd
. Party Congress, professional historians,

- writers, and philosophers, had begun to

- study the so-called blank spots of Soviet
“history and to draw embarrassing

. conclusions.

MO>XHO N1 ckasaTb, YTO TONYKOM
AN NCTOPUYECKUX
nccnegoBaHUM HegaBHEro
npoLunoro crtan nMmeHHo XXII
cbe3n”? Kakme cobbiTUA, TEKCTHI,
avnckyccum 0o 1961 r. MOXXHO
Ha3BaTb B PS4y 9TUX MOMbITOK
3anoNHUTb «benble NATHa», U
YyeM OHU OTNMYAKTCA OT TeX,
KoTopble cnpoBouunpoBan XXI|
cbe3n?

bbifin N1 3TN nccnegoBaHUS
HOBbLIMW TOJILKO MO COAEepPKaHUIo
NN TaKkKe U C TOYKU 3pEeHNS
nogxona?

Kakon TepmuH 6bin1 Obl BEpHEE AN
nepeBoa Toro, o Yem Bbl nuwieTe?
«McTopukn-guccuaeHTbl»,
«OUCCNOEHTCTBO B UICTOPNYECKOM
3HAHUNY», KNCTOPUYECKMNE UCCIIedOBaHUS
OVUCCNOEHTOB», KAKOU-TO OPYron BapmuaHT?

Bawia KHura sakaH4mMBaeTCHa XPOHOSIOrnm
COObLITUN, 3HAYUMBIX AN Pa3BUTUS
auccmnaeHTcTBa B obnactun ncropuu. B
9TOU XPOHOSOrMn, 3amMmeyaTtenbHo
CBOAALLMN pAOOM COObITUA, KOTOPbIE
nomMoratoT yBmaeThb To, 0 YeM Bbl nuLleTe,
eCTb HECKOJIbKO NepmnoaoB, KOTopble Bbl
nponyckaete. MoXxHo nu
oxapakTtepusoBaTb nepuoabl, Hanbornee
3Ha4YMmMble anga Bawen tembl?



O «BR3RAarVMHOM

The history of Soviet dissent has traditionally been
studied through the deformative lens of Soviet
repressive policies, portraying dissidents both as heroes
and victims. This research offers a new approach and
characterizes the relationship between the
authorities and dissident researchers as one of
progressive mutual estrangement, conditioned both
by a change in official policy and a radicalization of
dissident discourse. Initially, historical research on the
dark pages of the Soviet past benefited from an
iIncontrovertible legitimacy, born from the resolutions of
two Party Congresses. However, as censorship
tightened, and pro-Stalinist discourse became ubiquitous
In Soviet press, dissident researchers radicalized
their discourse, greatly expanding on Khrushchev’s
limited critique, and eventually turned to the West to
publish their works. | argue that it was thus a self-
reinforcing dynamic of estrangement, rather than a
purely repressive policy, that turned these authors into
dissidents.

OTUYXISCHUM»

Korga Bbl nuweTe 06 ycunueluemMcd «B3anMHOM
OTUYXOEHNU» MeXay BNAacTHbIMU NHCTAHUMSAMU U
ncTopmkamu-gnccugeHtamu, Bol roeopute o TOM,
YTO 3TO OTYYXXAEHWNE ObINO CrPOBOLMPOBAHO
caMMMun guccugeHTtamu, a He yCunmearLencs
nonnTnkoun penpeccun. Komy Bbl oTBeYyaeTe, C Kem
Bbl cnopute, oenaqa ato yTBepXXaeHue?
OnnoHeHTam ancengeHtoB 1970-x rogos,
yrpeKkaBLLUMX UX 3a TO, YTO OHM BbIPOCIHN U3 TOrO,
4TO ObINIO NPEANIOKEHO NapTUen, Nnu
COBPEMEHHbIM UccregoBaTensm?



L D 0C O pealbuniue”

aliy CTallidiic

CBA3b MeXIOy INOJIUTUUECKUMU
[ipoliecCaM U UCTOPUYECKUMU paboTalis

In my analysis of the shift of the ideological line
on the Stalin question in the early Brezhnev era,
| also bring new nuances to this widely
discussed question, on the basis of some new
archival sources and testimonies. While the
dissident narrative according to which Brezhnev
had sought to rehabilitate Stalin generally went
unquestioned in the West, | draw attention
Instead to the conflicts between various
factions within the leadership and to the
ultimate role of Brezhnev as consensus-

builder.

Bbl nniieTe o KOHPIIUKTE pa3nmnYHbIX
dopakuun B Bornpoce peadbunurarmm
CtanunHa u o ponun bpexHeBa Kak
NONIUTUKA, NbiTaBLUEroca NPUBECTU ITU
dpakumm K KoHceHcycy. KakoBbl ObInn

3TN OpaKLNU, KaKOBbI ObIN BOMPOCHI,
TpeboBaBLUME KOHceHcyca? Kak aTu

KOHAIIUKTbI, HE BUAHBbIE NCTOPUKAM-
ONccuaeHTam, BAUANM Ha ux paboTy?




CBI3b Mexnoy I

MICCJIegoBaATEeJIEN U
VMHTEeJIJIEKTYAaJIbHOM

Nevertheless, | also understand the limitations of the term,
which implies the existence of strict binaries, whereas the
Image of a continuum from loyalty to dissent would be
more accurate. As Roger Markwick has pointed out in his
study on Soviet revisionist historians, the more vocal
dissent of such actors as Roy Medvedev or Aleksandr
Solzhenitsyn emerged on the fertile ground of intellectual
nonconformism of the 1960s.2 This research underscores
this deep connection, by showing the link between the
action of dissident researchers and developments
within Soviet intellectual life. The figure of Aleksandr
Nekrich, a nonconformist professional historian,
conveniently bridges these two worlds. The “Nekrich
Affair” constitutes a central focal point of this
research: protests against the historian’s exclusion from
the Communist Party within the academic community and
beyond thus demonstrated the porosity and mutual
Interactions of groups variously integrated into the system.
Furthermore, Nekrich himself wavered between the poles
of loyalty and dissent, showing the need to go beyond
dichotomous categories.

CVICTBUSIMU

[ipolieccahMi &
XKVM3HY CTPAHH




lloHATVMS «KIOIVNCCUIIEHT» U
LKINCCUIOEHTCTRBO»

In addition, this research also adds up to our

reflection on Soviet dissent as a historical ALY DL
phenomenon and offers a new lens of analysis, by e
examining the process of becoming a ornnpezgerideTe
dissident. | argue that dissent was not a state of e
mind, a set of views or actions, but a personal ‘
trajectory, which was determined both by an «anccumn :
individual’'s persistent will to act according to A
his/her consciousness and by the evolution of “aLLViZeRivibU» e
the political context, which determined the

labeling of such actions as subversive and the

degree of repression to be meted out to their

authors.




lloHATVMS «KIOIVNCCUIIEHT» U

Two dimensions of dissent are %ﬂcant for this resear
The first is the personal dimension, the impact of dissent on
the life of individuals. At this level, a “dissident” is
someone who repeatedly and consciously violates the
regime’s legal norms or accepted rules of social
behavior out of moral, political, religious, or ideological
motives, deliberately incurring political repression.6

Dissidence is thus a type of behavior, rather than a way of

being or thinking, as implied by the Russian term
iInakomysliashchii (literally: “one who thinks differently”).

The second is the collective dimension, the transformative
effects on society. From this point of view, dissent Is
constituted, following Detlef Pollack’s and Jan Wielgohs’s
definition, by “all discourses and activities critical of the
regime that constituted, or wished to constitute, an
autonomous sphere of public, political and cultural
communication outside of the official institutions of the
party state and which in so doing openly denied the
claim of the regime to full control of public life.”7 In other
words, collective dissent creates alternative public
spheres of communication, breaking the monopoly of the
totalitarian regime over the production of public
discourse.s

MCCUTICHTCTE L



MICTOPUKU—-IUCCUISHTE Kak

IpyIirna

Dissident historians therefore deserve attention not
only as individuals, but also as a group, which
collectively challenged the Soviet authorities to
pursue the de-Stalinization course launched by
the Khrushchev leadership and to abide by its
past promises In relation to Stalin’s victims. This
study Is the first to identify this group and to
examine these figures jointly.

Korga mbl roBOpuM O rpymnne, Mbl 00bIMHO MMEEM B BUAY,
YTO €€ YYaCTHUKM BOCMPUHUMAnu cebsa Kak rpynny,
naeHTudnumpoBanm cebsa Kak npeactaBuTenen Tom Unm
MHOW TPYMMbI.

Bonpoc o pacnnbiBY4aTOCTM 3TOW rpynnbl BO3HUKAET U Npu
nomnbITKax 00CyauUTb rpaHuLIbl NOHATUSA «ANCCUOEHTY .

[[0BOPS 006 MHCTAHLMAX NPUHATUA NOSTUTUYECKUX
PELLEHNN, Bbl TOBOPUTE O PpaKkumaX, a B OTHOLLEHUN
NCTOPUKOB-ANCCUOEHTOB YyNOTPEDNSETE CNOBO «rpynna.

HackoNbKO BO3MOXXHO rOBOPUTL O rpynne B 4aHHOM
cnyydae? O rpynne nogen, o rpynne uctopukos? K atomy
BOMPOCY CTOUT 400aBUTbL, YTO OANH U3 NUCCIedyeMblX
Bamun aBToOpoB (CosrKeHNUbIH) NPUHLUUNUANbLHO
noaYepKmBar CBOK He-MPUHaAMeXHOCTb K TON UM UHOU
rpynne.




PaOOTEI MCTOPUKOB—IOIUCCUIEHTOR
KadK pabOTH OIDHOTO XaHpa

Bbl roBopuTe 0 paboTax MCTOPUKOB-
ONCCUOEHTOB Kak O crieLmduyeckom
XXaHpe UCTOPUYECKOro

, : _ , nccnegoBaHud, oTJIMYHOM Kak OT
Second, this study contributes to scholarship on Soviet

historical writing by identifying dissident historical research PEBM3NOHNCTCKON UCTOPHUOTpamuy,
as a specific genre, distinct both from Soviet revisionist [0 Ao aBTO?”O'—pa(b”L'eCKV'X
historiography of the 1960s, which Roger Markwick has NnponseBeneHNN ANCCUOEHTOB,
examined,sand from literary and autobiographical NOCBSILLEHHbIX CXOXEN

dissident works dealing with the same subjects. Western npobnematuke. lNoyemy 006 aTnx

historiography, while praising the courage of dissident authors, paboTax MOXXHO rOBOPUTb Kak 00
has generally been dismissive of this body of texts, which did 25 a - Pee - OQHOMY XaHpy

not fl_t _trgdltlonal_scho_larly standa_r_ds, falllng to grasp th_e MccrnenosaHnii? B uem crnielmduka
specificity of their ethical and political functions as devices of
9TOro »XaHpa”?

“truth-telling.”




i 1M, XapakTepucTHUKl

I SV TATH paboT 2TOIC e & i

How can we explain the emergence of this genre and
which personal and political circumstances influenced it?
What were its main defining characteristics and to what
extent did it differ from traditional historiography, both
Western and Soviet? And given the specific functions of
dissident histories, how successful were they in achieving
their authors’ aims? | argue that an important defining
characteristic of such works was the heavy reliance on oral
testimonies and memoirs, particularly of victims of
political repression.

Bbl cTaBUTE BOMNPOC O TOM, KakK
MOXXHO OO BACHUTb
BO3HWKHOBEHWNE 3TOrO XaHpa,
Kakme NUYHbIe U NONUTUYEeCcKue
ObCTOATENBLCTBA NOBNUANNY Ha
HEero, KakoBbl OblS1N €ro
OCHOBHbIE XapaKTEPUCTUKU, B

KaKkoW CTemneHn OH oTnmnyanca oT
3anaaHou U OT COBETCKOU
TpagMLUOHHOW NCTOpUorpacuu,
B Kakon mepe paboTbl 3TOro
KaHpa gocTuranm cBOuX LIeneu.
Pacckaxute, noxanyucrta, ob
OTBETax Ha 3TW BOMPOCHI.




...1 OCOOEHHO O
«pacxoOsiLnxcs
npaBgax», o

TOYHOCTU
nccreaoBaHUU
MCTOPUKOB-
ONCCUOEHTOB.
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L TDYKTYpa paboiis

This study Is structured along the main argument and follows the evolution of dissident
researchers through various stages: from the official realm to the underground publishing
world, and from an exit from the system through exile or inner emigration to a reintegration
Into the Soviet official sphere. The structure Is both chronological and thematical: while the
first chapter focuses on dissident researchers’ attempts at finding an accommodation with
censorship, Chapters 2 and 3 examine changes in the political and societal sphere, which In
turn triggered a radicalization of the discourse of dissident authors, a phenomenon examined
In the fourth chapter. The process of exit from Soviet official sphere is examined in Chapters
5 and 6, which focus on samizdat and tamizdat as manifestations of authors’ and readers’
desire to counter censorship, but also the sanctions incurred by authors who published In
tamizdat. Life in exile and inner emigration then constituted the ultimate stage of this
process. Chapter 7 examines the conflicts between dissident researchers and reactions of
Western audiences to these works, emphasizing the characteristics of dissident histories as
a specific genre, a theme already broached in Chapter 4. Finally, the eighth chapter
examines the reception of dissident histories in the Soviet Union during Perestroika.
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