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Abstract

Western discourse on Soviet dissidents like Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn, and Western politicians and
journalists’ citation of them as evidence of liberal individualism’s inevitable triumph against
communist totalitarianism, is interpreted by historians as having been integral to the Cold War’s
ideological conflict. However, this thesis demonstrates that the USSR was equally interested in
depicting left-wing political figures in the West as dissidents who were evidence of capitalism’s
unpopularity and socialism’s inevitable universal rise. This Soviet propaganda narrative primarily
focused on figures from the Western New Left and trade unions. To counter the criticism Moscow
received from the 1960s onwards for its abuse of Soviet dissidents’ human rights, Soviet media
utilised an interpretation of human rights that emphasised the centrality of labour rights. Soviet
discourse depicted protesting New Leftists and striking trade unionists as dissidents who were the
victims of Western anti-socialist state repression. Historians have only recently begun to study this
aspect of Cold War history, and this thesis provides a new comprehensive study that reveals how the
Soviet state invested significant media and diplomatic resources in building a narrative that depicted
the West as the Cold War’s worse abuser of human rights. By comparatively analysing Western and
Soviet political discourse during 1964-91, making particular use of FastView’s archives of Soviet
newspapers and journals alongside other contemporary sources, this thesis presents findings that have
important implications to historians’ understandings of the Cold War. Particularly, they support the
case increasingly made by scholars that Cold War history should be read forwards, rather than
backwards from the vantage points of 1989 or 1991, to fully appreciate the complex development of
the conflict by highlighting how human rights were a contested concept despite the eventual
dominance of the Western interpretation post-1991 while also highlighting overlooked debate among

Soviet elites and oppositionists over Western dissent.



vi



Contents

List of Figures
Acknowledgements
Author’s Declaration

List of Abbreviations
Introductory Chapter

I. The Emergence of Dissent and Transnational Attention, 1964-68
The growth of dissent

Dissent before 1968’s revolts and transnational reactions

“The shock’ of *68

Conclusion

I1. Détente and the Soviet Experiment with the New Left, 1968-72
The Soviet establishment evaluates the New Left

The New Left and Soviet foreign policy

Soviet-New Left dissidentism and Angela Davis

The great Soviet debate with the New Left

The end of the experiment with the New Left

Conclusion

III. The USSR in the Shadow of West-Soviet Dissidentism, 1972-79
The rise of the Soviet dissidents and Soviet New Left

Assessing the Soviet New Left through the lens of dissidentism
Exploring alternative targets for Soviet-West dissidentism

Western labour protest as a human rights issue

Conclusion

IV. Labour, Anti-Neoliberal Protest, and the Revival of Soviet-West dissidentism,

1979-85

Ideal allies? Ideological compatibilities and incompatibilities

Cold War strategy in Soviet and Anglo-American dissidentism, 1981-84
Portraying strikers as human rights victims in the Soviet press, 1981-84
Arthur Scargill, the Solzhenitsyn of the Soviet press

Conclusion

vii

X

xi

Xii

41
42
53
73
88

91
92
97
100
113
124
129

131
134
154
157
162
164

166
168
174
181
189
201



V. The ‘End of History’ and Transnational Dissident-Promoting Coalitions, 1985-91 203

Old mould dissidents go out of fashion 204
Pravda and Izvestiya turn on Scargill 211
Soviet-West dissidentism in the age of glasnost 221
The revival of the Soviet New Left 225
Conclusion 232
Conclusion 235

Bibliography 243

viii



List of figures

1. Proportion of coverage received by Angela Davis’s trial in Soviet propaganda plotted against

some major themes in foreign policy propaganda (7/12/70-17/1/71) 101

X



Acknowledgements

This thesis is the product of three years and two months’ hard work completed during difficult
circumstances. Not only did the Covid-19 pandemic arrive to complicate matters, but halfway
through my research my family and I suffered the death of my stepfather. Under the pressure that
this tragedy brought, I was lucky to have a whole host of people to support me who I must now thank.
First of all, I must thank my supervisor Dr. Charlotte Alston, who has in fact tutored me since I first
arrived at Northumbria for my undergraduate degree in 2015. Her support for this project from
inception to completion was enthusiastic and without it this thesis could not have been brought to
fruition. I must also thank my second supervisor Dr. Patrick Andelic, who has deeply broadened my
understanding of the American history and politics which informs this thesis, and who also supported

me in my first lecturing post at Northumbria. —

Other Northumbrians I owe thanks to include Dr. Avram Taylor, through whose friendship and
tutelage I have developed as an academic and whose wit and conversation were a tonic during the
more difficult periods of my PhD journey. I must also thank Dr. Lara Douds and, across the road at
Newcastle, Dr. Robert Dale for their support while they each trained me in the art of lecturing.
Furthermore, a special mention goes to my friend and fellow Doctoral Researcher Struan Kennedy
for his role as my accomplice to many trips to the pub to take a break from the demands of the

academy and the PhD.

Others beyond academia deserve recognition for their support, not least my partner Sophie whose
encouragement to pursue my all-encompassing special interests of history, international relations,
and the Cold War is endlessly valued. Thank you also to my family, mum Claire, sister Olivia, and
grandmother Isabel, and I must ultimately credit my grandfather, Michael, for instilling in me at a

young age the interest in history which has brought me to this point.

Finally, a list of people whose contributions cannot be put into words but who need to be mentioned
for their support as friends, especially by providing much needed escapes from the PhD in the form
of quizzes and revelry, so thank you Benjamin, Alexander (both fellow Northumbrians), Louis,

Matthew, Bethan, Katie, Helen, and Sidney.



Author’s Declaration

I declare that the work contained in this thesis has not been submitted for any other award and that it
is all my own work. I also confirm that this work fully acknowledges opinions, ideas, and

contributions from the work of others.

Any ethical clearance for the research presented in this thesis has been approved.
Approval has been sought and granted by the Research Ethics Committee on 29/09/2021.
I declare that the Word Count of this Thesis is 82,100 words.

James Petrie Brown

1/5/2023

Xi



AFRI
BPP

CC
CDSP
CEU
CPF
CPSU
CPUSA
CREED
CSI
FRG
FSC
IMO
KGB
MEIMO
MIF
MTUI
NUM

PATCO

RB

RI
RSFSR
SDS
SNCC
TUC
USIA
USSR

YCL

List of Abbreviations

American Foundation for Resistance International
Black Panther Party

Central Committee

Current Digest of the Soviet Press

Coal Employees Union

French Communist Party

Communist Party of the Soviet Union
Communist Party of the USA

Christian Rescue Effort for the Emancipation of Dissidents
Club for Social Initiatives

Federal Republic of Germany

Federation of Socialist Clubs

International Miners’ Organisation

Committee for State Security

Institute of the World Economy and International Relations
Miners’ International Federation

Miners’ Trade Union International

National Union of Mineworkers

Professional Air Traffic Controllers Organization
Red Army Faction

Red Brigades

Resistance International

Russian Soviet Federative Socialist Republic
Students for a Democratic Society

Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee
Trades Union Congress

United States Information Agency

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

Youth Communist League

Xii



INTRODUCTORY CHAPTER: THE ENEMY OF MY ENEMY IS MY FRIEND?

We are being told: ‘Either change your way of life or be prepared for cold war.’
But what if we should reciprocate? What if we should demand modification of
bourgeois laws and usages that go against our ideas of justice and democracy as
a condition for normal interstate relations?’

Leonid Brezhnev, 1980

Introduction

The relationship between Soviet dissidents and their supporters in the West during the Cold War is
awell-studied and revealing topic. Historians have explored the direct co-option of Soviet dissidents’
campaigns by Western governments, such as James Peck in his study of successive US
administrations’ interest in Soviet human rights, while others like Elisa Kriza and Umberto Tulli
have highlighted the interaction between the domestic politics of Western states and the issue of
human rights in the USSR.? The extent of historical discourse on Soviet dissent and its international
reception today was matched by the fervent contemporary discussion of Soviet dissidents in Western
media and among politicians from the 1960s onwards, which said as much about the politics of the
West as it did those of the USSR. The various Western attempts to enlist the Soviet dissidents as
allies in the Cold War against the Soviet Union highlighted the different concerns and anxieties which
informed Western politics during that time. Notable examples include left-wing activists’ adoption
of the cause of dissidents’ human rights in the 1970s, and campaigns to support Aleksandr
Solzhenitsyn led by conservatives in the US and UK as they grew pessimistic about the policy of

détente but also the future of Western civilisation.> Conservatives argued that détente and its

! Leonid Brezhnev, ‘Report on draft constitution to CC, 24th May 1977, in Socialism, Democracy, and
Human Rights (Oxford: Pergamon Press, 1980), 165.

2 Some recent studies include James Peck, Ideal Illusions: How the U.S. Government Co-opted Human
Rights (New York: Metropolitan Books, 2011), Elisa Kriza, Alexander Solzhenitsyn: Cold War Icon, Gulag
Author, Russian Nationalist? (Stuttgart: Ibidem Verlag, 2014); Umberto Tulli ‘““Whose rights are human
rights?” The ambiguous emergence of human rights and the demise of Kissingerism’, Cold War History 12,
no. 4 (2012): 573-93; Kacper Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe: Human Rights and the
Emergence of New Transnational Actors (Cham: Springer Nature, 2019); Robert Horvath, The Legacy of Soviet
Dissent: Dissidents, Democratisation and Radical Nationalism in Russia (Taylor and Francis Group, 2005);
Benjamin Nathans, ‘Talking Fish: On Soviet Dissident Memoirs’, The Journal of Modern History 87, no. 3
(September, 2015): 579-614; Robert Horvath, ‘““The Solzhenitsyn Effect”: East European Dissidents and the
Demise of the Revolutionary Privilege’, Human Rights Quarterly 29, no. 4 (2007): 879-907; Ann Komaromi,
‘Samizdat and Soviet Dissident Publics’, Slavic Review 71, no. 1 (Spring, 2012): 70-90; Mark Hurst, British
Human Rights Organizations and Soviet Dissent, 1965-1985 (London: Bloomsbury, 2017); Daniel Thomas,
The Helsinki Effect: International Norms, Human Rights and the Demise of Communism (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 2001); Sarah Snyder, Human Rights Activism and the End of the Cold War: A Transnational
History of the Helsinki Process (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2011).

3 For examples see Mark Hurst, ‘““To Build a Castle”: The British Construction of Soviet Dissent’, in ‘Real
and Imagined Communities’, eds. Meagan Butler et al., special issue 7, e-Sharp (2013): 32-3,



accompanying softer tone on human rights abuses in the USSR against dissidents such as
Solzhenitsyn, represented a betrayal of Western values of freedom of speech and liberty. More
generally, Soviet dissidents were upheld in the West as evidence of the bankruptcy of Soviet
socialism and the inevitable universal triumph of the individual and liberal democracy in an
authoritarian society.* However, despite the attention to Cold War dissent among historians there has
been a relative lack of studies which ask whether the Soviet Union engaged in something similar,
whereby it upheld examples of anti-capitalist dissidence in the West as evidence of Marxism-

Leninism’s inevitable rise.’

This thesis addresses this omission and conducts a comparative study of engagement with dissidents
and figures of dissent in the opposing Cold War blocs by the Soviet Union and two Western countries,
the US and the UK. The evidence presented in this thesis overwhelmingly points to the conclusion
that the Soviet Union had a similar relationship with dissenting left-wingers in the West as Western
countries had with Soviet dissidents in the way it depicted radical Western socialists as anti-capitalist
dissidents, principally from the New Left and trade union movement, and as evidence of the
superiority of Marxism-Leninism and its irresistible global rise. To understand the full scale of the
USSR’s attempts to exploit dissent in the Western along these lines, this thesis applies the important
methodological framework of ‘dissidentism’, introduced recently by Kacper Szulecki, which
illustrates how media profiles of dissidents that depicted them as Westernised opponents of

communism were created in the West to support the view of Western values as universal.®

https://www.gla.ac.uk/media/Media_280636_ smxx.pdf; Samuel Moyn, The Last Utopia: Human Rights in
History (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2012); Jeff Bloodworth, ‘Senator Henry Jackson, the
Solzhenitsyn Affair, and American Liberalism’, The Pacific Northwest Quarterly 97, no. 2 (2006): 69-77.

4 Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 14; Kacper Szulecki, ‘The “Dissidents” as a
Synecdoche and Western Construct: A Fresh Look on the Democratic Opposition in Central Europe Before
1989, SSRN Electronic Journal (July 2007): 9-10; Nathans, ‘Talking Fish’, 614.

5 Among the studies to do so are Meredith L. Roman, ‘Soviet “renegades”, Black Panthers, and Angela
Davis’, 503-19; Meredith L. Roman, ‘““Armed and Dangerous™: The Criminalization of Angela Davis and
the Cold War Myth of America’s Innocence’, Women, Gender, and Families of Color 8, no. 1 (Spring,
2020): 87-111; Gyorgy Toth, “Red”” nations: Marxists and the Native American sovereignty movement
of the late Cold War’, Cold War History 20, no. 2 (2020): 197-221; Kimmo Rentola, ‘The Year 1968 and
the Soviet Communist Party’, in The Establishment Responds: Power, Politics, and Protest Since 1945,
eds. K. Fahlenbrach, M. Klimke, J. Scharloth, and L. Wong (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007), 139-
56; Anton Weiss-Wendt, ‘Moscow Taps the New Left: The Vietnam Antiwar Movement, Black Panthers,
the American Indian Movement’, in A Rhetorical Crime: Genocide in the Geopolitical Discourse of the
Cold War (Ithaca, NY: Rutgers University Press, 2018), 102-19 Klaus Menhert, Moscow and the New Lefft,
trans. Helmut Fischer (Berkley and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1975); Daniel Rosenberg,
‘The Free Angela Movement in Global Context, 1970-1972°, American Communist History 20, no. 1-2
(February, 2020): 1-38; Michal Kopecek, ‘The Socialist Conception of Human Rights and Its Dissident
Critique’, East Central Europe 46, no. 2-3 (November, 2019): 261-89.

¢ Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 212-3.



Dissidentism has not yet been applied to the relationship between the Cold War authoritarian
communist states and Western left-wing radicals. However, this thesis illustrates how the concept is
equally as useful in analysing the Soviet relationship with those Western radicals it chose to depict
as dissidents to draw out the similarities with the US relationship and UK relationship with Soviet
dissidents and facilitates a comparative study with the West using a common framework of analysis.
The first of this dissertation’s two guiding research questions is thus:

How did the Soviet and Anglo-American governments, political opposition, and press

interact with dissidents and figures of dissent in the opposing Cold War bloc, and were

these interactions comparable?’
The Soviet relationship with ‘dissident’ allies in the West, however, was more complex than just
exploiting protests and other activism for propaganda. Those dissident figures in the West who
received Soviet press support were socialists themselves with alternative views on how to achieve
communism, the ideal form of society, and social justice. This meant that Soviet officials debated
which types of Western socialists were more deserving of Moscow’s support and suitable to depict
as dissidents depending on their perceived compatibility with Soviet policies. This thesis highlights
that there were significant political tensions which affected Soviet relationships with the left wingers
it considered dissidents in the West, emanating from the conflict between reformers and
conservatives within the Soviet leadership, given that these ‘dissidents’ frequently supported non-
Soviet models of socialism. As the self-proclaimed leader of the international communist movement,
the Soviet leadership, especially its conservative elements, often perceived other versions of
socialism as rivals and threats. Indeed, New Left socialists offered many criticisms of Soviet
socialism and conservative members of the Soviet leadership sought to supress the Western
movement, partially out of fear it could spread to the USSR and undermine the ruling party’s
authority, instead preferring to support groups like trade unions with more traditional socialist views
as dissidents. This thesis explores all these tensions which ran throughout the Soviet Union’s

interaction with Western radicals who it viewed as Western dissidents during 1964-1991, illustrating

7 In this thesis, the term ‘dissident’ refers primarily to members of the Soviet and East European opposition
movements. There are, though, a few select examples of where a Western figure was the victim of political
repression which are highlighted in the analysis. Nonetheless, generally, this thesis takes the view dissidents
were mainly a phenomenon of non-democratic countries and the product of the uniquely repressive political
conditions in them, with a focus on the communist bloc. However, what was common to both the West and
USSR, was the tendency to depict ideologically sympathetic figures of dissent, who in the West could be
striking trade unionists or radical political activists, in the opposing ideological bloc as dissidents, regardless
of their true status as dissidents or not, to depict that bloc as repressive.



how different left-wing groups gained preference at different times. The second guiding research
question is therefore:

In the interactions the Soviet Union had with Western left-wingers it chose to depict as

dissidents what were the ideological complexities, disagreements, and exchanges, why

did they occur, and were certain left-wingers preferred as a result?
These two questions feed into ongoing attempts among historians to rethink approaches to studying
the history of the Soviet Union and the Cold War. Increasingly, scholars advocate reading Cold War
history forwards and avoiding deterministic approaches that assume the Soviet collapse and ‘defeat’
were inevitable.® This thesis continues such efforts, by highlighting the USSR’s repeated attempts to
compete against the West in the field of human rights, emphasising its confidence in projecting
alternatives to Western human rights narratives and highlighting examples of Western repression of
supposed anti-capitalist dissidents until the very end of the state’s existence in 1991. At the same
time, an important theme includes exploring how tensions within the leadership over which
dissidents to support reflected Soviet insecurities about the popularity of official ideology. The
thesis’ pursuit of these research questions ultimately enables it to fill important gaps in the pre-

existing literature on the subject of the Soviet Union and its relationship with Western radicals and

how it portrayed them as anti-capitalist dissidents.
Historiographical issues: defining dissent, dissidents, and dissidentism

The primary subject of this thesis is the concept of political dissent during the Cold War. Usually,
dissent in that era is associated with internal resistance against communist regimes, principally in
Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union. In the Soviet Union, dissent began towards the end of a period
of liberalisation by the communist regime under the premiership of Nikita Khrushchev (1956-64).°
During this time, the previously rigid restraints established under Stalin’s rule (1924-53) on the
discussion of unmandated ideas in publishing and academia were partially lifted.'"” Books critical of

the regime were published for the first time, such as Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn’s One Day in the Life

8 For a notable recent example of this debate, see the symposium published in Cold War History:
Vladislav Zubok, Michael Cox, Vladimir O. Pechatnov, Rodric Braithwaite, Kristina Spohr, Sergey
Radchenko, Sergey Zhuravlev, Isaac Scarborough, Svetlana Savranskaya and M. E. Sarotte, ‘A Cold War
endgame or an opportunity missed? Analysing the Soviet collapse Thirty years later’, Cold War History
21, no. 4 (2021): 541-99.

? Detlef Pollack and Jan Wielgohs, eds., Dissent and Opposition in Communist Eastern Europe: Origins
of Civil Society and Democratic Transition (Aldershot: Ashgate, 2004), 100-1. Also see Robert Hornsby,
Reform and Repression in the Soviet Union under Nikita Khrushchev (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2013).

10 Pollack and Wielgohs, Dissent and Opposition in Communist Eastern Europe, 100-1.



of Ivan Denisovich (1962), while academics like Andrei Sakharov began to push the limits of what

was permissible in research and politics to new lengths.''

Eventually a conservative backlash ensued and, following the installation of the reactionary Leonid
Brezhnev as General Secretary (1964-82), those that continued crossing the boundaries of censorship
were subject to state sanction. The regime tried and found guilty two writers, Andrei Sinyavsky and
Yuli Daniel, of treason in 1966 for merely publishing semi-critical texts abroad under pseudonyms. '?
There followed an outcry from intellectuals which led to the beginning of the dissident movement in
the USSR, to which the regime reacted with further persecution. By the late 1960s, the authorities
had essentially made it impossible to explicitly critique official policy without sanction; Solzhenitsyn
was later banished to the West in 1974, Sakharov, meanwhile, was internally exiled in 1980."
Increasingly, therefore, individuals who disagreed with the government found themselves in
opposition to it for critiquing it publicly, while being subject ever more harsh measures of

repression.'*

Dissent, from the more religious ‘apostate’, came to be the primary word to describe this type of
action, while ‘dissident’ referred an individual taking part in it."”” Taking its lead from Szulecki,
Detlef Pollack, and Jan Wielgohs, this thesis defines dissent as the legal actions of individuals or
groups who publicly critiqued official state behaviour, typically seeking to promote a perceived
‘common good’, when that action resulted in state mandated persecution, usually through the security

services.'® Both the words dissent and dissident gained prominent usage in the West during the 1970s

I Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn, One Day in the Life of Ivan Denisovich (London: Penguin, [1962] 2000). Also
see Solzhenitsyn, The Gulag Archipelago (Glasgow: Fontana/Collins, 1974); Pollack and Wielgohs, Dissent
and Opposition in Communist Eastern Europe, 101.

12 Pollack and Wielgohs, 101.

13 Hedrick Smith, ‘Solzhenitsyn Exiled to West Germany And Stripped of His Soviet Citizenship®, New
York Times (NYT), 14" February, 1974, 1; Craig R. Whitney, ‘Exile for Sakharovs Chills Soviet Dissident
Movement’, New York Times, 27" January, 1980, Section T, 2.

14 The main laws used to prosecute dissidents were: ‘Article 190-1 of the Russian SFSR Criminal Code...
Added to the code in 1966. Dissemination of fabrications known to be false, which defame the Soviet political
and social system’ and ‘Articles 70 and 72 of the 1960 Russian SFSR Criminal Code... Article 70: Anti-Soviet
agitation and propaganda... shall be punished by deprivation of freedom for a term of 6 months to 7 years,
with or without additional exile for a term of 2 to 5 years, or by exile for a term of 2 to 5 years’, ‘Article 72:
“Organisational activity directed towards the committing of especially dangerous State crimes, and equally
membership of an anti-Soviet organisation”. See, ‘Law and Order’, A Chronicle of Current Events,
https://chronicle-of-current-events.com/the-rsfsr-criminal-code/article-190-1/ (Article 190-1) and
https://chronicle-of-current-events.com/article-70/ (Articles 70 and 72) (accessed 22" August, 2022).

15 Pollack and Wielgohs, Dissent and Opposition in Communist Eastern Europe, Xii.

16 Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 30; Pollack and Wielgohs, Dissent and Opposition
in Communist Eastern Europe, Xii.



when dissidents began to receive widespread attention from Western press and politics.'” Western
attention was vitally important to dissidents, as it raised awareness of their cause on the international

stage and placed pressure on the Soviet authorities.'®

Szulecki has conceptualised the framework of ‘dissidentism’ to describe this process whereby
dissidents’ actions were interlinked with ‘Western attention’."” Szulecki introduced this term in a
case study of Central European dissidents during the Cold War, but means for the concept to be
applicable in other contexts, including the present, as he considers the ‘phenomenon of
“dissidentism” around the world... comparable’.*® A key element of this concept is that, as Szulecki
and this thesis argues, the interaction between the West, namely its journalists and politicians, and
the East European dissidents was a distinct aspect of the dissident phenomenon during the Cold War.
Therefore, in analysing the history of the dissidents, historians should separate dissidents’ actual
activities from what was said about them by Western journalists and politicians, otherwise the picture
of dissidents’ actions would be largely shaped by unrepresentative presentations of them.
Furthermore, what was said about the dissidents is a fruitful and revealing object of study in its own
right, as it can shed new light on political developments in the countries which commentated on the

dissidents.

Szulecki argues that an idealised ‘dissident figure’ emerged in the Western press during the 1970s
that depicted the dissidents as Westernised democrats resisting communist authoritarianism.?' This
developed from a Western need to see the world in terms of Western values and find evidence of
them in all political and geographical contexts.”> The West’s interest in dissidents stemmed from a
desire to assert the universality of Western values, and politicians and journalists used the dissidents’
attacks on the Soviet government as evidence of this — as Szulecki says, the word dissident and the
‘dissident figure’ became short hand, or a ‘synecdoche’, to describe the inevitable triumph of

Western individualism.” President Ronald Reagan (1981-89), for example, prominently used

17 Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 211.

18 Szulecki, 171.

19 Szulecki, 33.

20 Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, xiii.

21 Szulecki, xi-xii.

22 Szulecki, xii.

23 Szulecki, 33. Benjamin Nathans has also discussed how the popularity of Soviet dissidents in Western
countries stemmed from the ‘West’s Cold War appetite for exemplary crusaders against communism’. See
Nathans, ‘Talking Fish’, 614; and Szulecki, ‘The “Dissidents” as a Synecdoche and Western Construct’, 9-
10



dissidents in his political rhetoric to attack communism, saying in a 1988 speech that the actions of
Soviet dissidents illustrated a deep-seated appetite for freedom and Western-style democracy in the
USSR, referencing what he called ‘the thrilling spectacle of mankind refusing to accept the shackles
placed upon us when we read the works of Solzhenitsyn’ and urging his audience to ‘consider the
heroism of [ Analtoly Shcharansky] and Sakharov, and watch in wonder [the] last months as hundreds

of thousands throughout the captive nations [had] gather[ed] to press for freedom’.*

The image of dissidents created was often inaccurate, though, being largely a Western construction
that depicted them as figures with Western-style political programmes, an image which dissidents
themselves were not always happy with; often, the Soviet dissidents were simply calling on their
government to cease its persecution in accordance with its own constitution which guaranteed
political rights.”® Nevertheless, the dissidents relied on Western attention as the best way to exert
pressure on the Soviet government to respect human rights, especially following the signing of the
Helsinki Accords by the USSR in 1975 which committed the Cold War powers to respect human
rights, while high levels of Western interest could deter the authorities from applying sanctions for

fear of diplomatic ramifications.?

Ultimately, though, the figure of the dissident was a Western invention. While the Soviet and East
European dissidents benefitted from the West’s attention to their cause, their depiction as
Westernised dissident figures nonetheless obscured the diversity and character of the dissident
movement to serve Western ends.”” As Szulecki says, even to this day:
The West keeps looking for dissidents everywhere it encounters authoritarianism,
wherever Western values are not acknowledged or are challenged... the “dissident”
figure carries a presupposed notion of universal values — liberal values. **
To establish the existence of dissidentism in a given relationship between a dissident and a

transnational supporter, several requirements must be met: ‘open, legal, and non-violent action under

a repressive sanction (dissidence), Western attention, as well as domestic recognition’ and

24 Ronald Reagan, ‘Remarks to the American Enterprise Institute for Public Policy Research’, 7%
December, 1988, Public Papers of President Ronald W. Reagan, 1988-89, Book II-July 2 1988 to January 19
1989 (Washington, DC: United States Government Printing Office, 1991), 1594.

25 Serguei A. Oushakine, ‘The Terrifying Mimicry of Samizdat’, Public Culture 13, no. 2 (April, 2001):
193.

26 Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 170-1. The Helsinki Accords were a set of
international treaties that committed the Soviet, West European, and North American government to respect
human rights.

27 Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 14.

28 Szulecki, ‘The “Dissidents” as a Synecdoche and Western Construct’, 9-10.



additionally ‘infamy’, with the latter reflecting the way in which dissidents were othered and
presented as enemies of the people in the propaganda of communist regimes but nevertheless saw
their profiles boosted by this depiction.”” In Szulecki’s view, this only takes place in partially
authoritarian systems. It cannot take place in a society where there is ‘brutal repression, overarching
surveillance, full control of the media, and closed borders’.*® Instead, dissidentism is ‘always the fruit
of some degree of liberalization’ within an authoritarian society, by which a partial relaxation of
originally total censorship leads to further and further demands for freedom.’' However, this also
means in Szulecki’s view, presumably for what he sees as the absence of the above restrictions, that

dissidentism is ‘not a feature of liberal democratic societies’.*

This thesis does not fundamentally revise the definitions of dissent, dissident, and dissidentism. In
fact, it recognises dissidentism as a significant development in the study of Cold War dissent.
Szulecki has provided the field with one of the most comprehensive and effective frameworks
through which to analyse transnational support for dissidents, drawing upon multiple disciplines and
key developments in the scholarship towards comparative and transnational history. This thesis does,
however, apply dissidentism to groups and individuals not usually considered dissidents in the same
sense as Soviet dissidents but whose relationships with the USSR resembled dissidentism. Chiefly,
this includes the New Left and striking Western trade unionists, especially those strikes led by far-
left figures like the British miners’ strike of 1984-85 which features as a major case study in the
thesis’ latter two chapters. From these movements the Soviet press attempted to create alternative
pro-Soviet dissident figures, who acted as synecdoches and shorthand for the universality of
communist values as well as their inevitable rise in the West; in the Soviet context, ‘dissident figure’
refers explicitly to the manufactured media profiles of select activists, which the Soviet press

depicted as dissidents regardless of whether they met the criteria of a dissident in reality.

The New Left refers to the loose coalition of radical left-wing activists and ideas that emerged in the

West in the 1960s, which coalesced around opposition to consumer capitalism, industrial society, the

29 Publicly condemning dissidents served to help the state define what values it stood for, by defining
itself against what dissidents stood for depicting them as dangerous outliers and provocateurs. Szulecki,
Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 3 and 209-11. Also See appendix 1 for Szulecki’s diagram of the
‘dissident triangle’. Szulecki, 208.

30 Szulecki, 212.

31 Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 212.

32 Szulecki, 213.



Vietnam War, and social injustice.*> Throughout the 1960s and 1970s, mass protests against the
American intervention in Vietnam and capitalism erupted across the West, reaching their peak in
1968-69, presenting a serious challenge to the authority of the traditional governing elites.>* The New
Left eventually died out as a serious political force by the 1980s, before which the movement had
simultaneously experienced contrasting turns towards peaceful Green politics and violent

insurrection in the 1970s.%

The British miners’ strike, meanwhile, began in 1984 in response to the plans proposed by the
Conservative government of the day led by Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher (1979-90) to close
several coal mines and make redundant thousands of miners.*® The miners were led by the president
of the National Union of Mineworkers (NUM), Arthur Scargill, a man with openly declared Marxist
views and who expressed sympathies with the Soviet government.’’ Neither the miners nor the New
Left have typically been considered dissidents in the same way as opponents of the Soviet
government were. However, developments in the scholarship on dissent have led scholars to consider
aspects of the New Left and the miners’ activities and treatment by the authorities to amount to
dissidence, and, more importantly to this thesis, for their interaction with the Soviet Union to be in
several instances comparable to that between the US, UK and Soviet dissidents; notably, Anton-
Weiss-Wendt and Meredith Roman have uncovered different examples of the Soviet press’
utilisation of the New Left for propaganda.*® The same applies to other far-left and trade unionist
movements in the 1980s, principally the activities of the US Professional Air Traffic Controllers
Organisation (PATCO) which staged a notable strike during 1981 and features as an additional minor

case study in this thesis.*

These two case studies, the New Left and striking Western trade unions, were chosen in terms of

analysing Soviet engagement with dissent in the opposing Cold War bloc as they represented two of

33 For a breakdown of the different components of the New Left, see Richard Vinen, The Long '68: Radical
Protest and Its Enemies (London: Penguin 2019), 3-24.

34 Jeremi Suri, Power and Protest: Global Revolution and the Rise of Détente (Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 2005), 1-2.

3 Vinen, The Long '68, 14.

36 T. Ghilarducci, ‘When management strikes: PATCO and the British miners’, Industrial Relations
Journal, 17, no. 2 (1986): 117.

37 Robert Taylor, ‘Now Scargill upsets NUM rank and file’, The Observer, 11" September, 1983, 4.

38 For examples, see Roman, ‘Soviet “renegades™, 503-19; Roman, ‘“Armed and Dangerous”, 87-111;
Gyorgy Toth, ““Red” nations’, 197-221; Rentola, ‘The Year 1968 and the Soviet Communist Party’, 139-56;
Weiss-Wendt, ‘Moscow Taps the New Left’, 102-19.

39 Herbert R. Northrup, ‘The Rise and Demise of PATCO’, ILR Review 37, no. 2 (January, 1984): 167-84.



the most significant forms of left-wing dissent in the West and were of immediate significance and
interest to the USSR as the world’s most powerful socialist state.*’ In the literature, there has been
no sufficient explanation given as to why dissidentism might not have been possible between the
USSR and these Western radicals, if we apply Szulecki’s framework of ‘open, legal, and non-violent
action under a repressive sanction (dissidence), Western attention, as well as domestic recognition’,

4 Of course, Szulecki considers that

and replace ‘Western attention’ with Soviet attention.
dissidentism is ‘not a feature of liberal democratic societies’ arguing the possibility only existed in
partially reformed authoritarian states, whereby independent political voices emerged after a period
of relaxation but were still repressed by the state.*” Yet this argument, which is made without
conducting a comparison with the West, underestimates the significant scope for political repression
that existed in the West during the Cold War and the high level of Soviet interest in creating images
of dissent in the West, issues which this thesis and other scholars seek to draw attention to.*’
Establishing the existence of Soviet-West dissidentism also connects to efforts in the field to
complicate the history of human rights in the Cold War, and highlight the existence of competing

conceptions of human rights, particularly those which still embraced the older language of class-

based rights traditionally advanced by socialist political activists.**

The lack of comparison with the West is additionally deleterious to Cold War history considering
the fruitful results that the turn towards comparative studies in the field has yielded in improving
understanding of the conflict.* The evidence presented in this thesis suggests there were numerous
instances where political figures took ‘open, legal, and non-violent action under a repressive

sanction” and gained infamy in the West while they received attention from the USSR.*® At the same

40 Richard Shorten, ‘The Cold War as comparative political thought’, Cold War History 18, no. 4 (2018):
385-408; Milne, The Enemy Within: The Secret War Against the Miners, 3rd ed. (London: Verso, 2004),
291.

41 Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 3.

42 Szuelcki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 10.

4 David Cunningham, There's Something Happening Here: The New Left, the Klan, and FBI
Counterintelligence (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2005), 6; Roman, ‘Soviet “renegades’, 503-
19.

# For work in this area, see Robert Brier, ‘Beyond the quest for a “breakthrough”: Reflections on the
recent historiography on human rights’, in Mobility and Biography, ed. Sarah Panter (Berlin, Miinchen,
Boston: De Gruyter Oldenbourg, 2015), 155-74; Mark Hurst, ““Gamekeeper Turned Poacher”: Frank
Chapple, Anti-Communism, and Soviet Human Rights Violations’, Labour History Review 86, no. 3
(2021): 313-37.

45 Patrick Major and Rana Mitter, ‘East is East and West is West? Towards a comparative socio-cultural
history of the Cold War’, Cold War History 4, no. 1 (2003): 6-7.

46 Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 3.
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time, there is also visible evidence of the Soviet Union projecting its ideals onto Western radicals
and glorifying them as anti-capitalist dissidents in a similar manner to the way that the West often
celebrated Soviet dissidents as liberal heroes. In doing so, the Soviet Union formed what this thesis

calls transnational dissident-promoting coalitions with radical leftists in the West.

The concept of ‘transnational dissident-promoting coalitions’ is introduced to further refine the
nature of, and capture the nuances of, the relationships between the targets of dissidentism, usually
members of the Soviet human rights movement in West-Soviet dissidentism and left-wing radicals
in Soviet-West dissidentism, and their supporters, which were usually governments, political parties,
publications, or individual political figures, whereby they mutually benefitted one another.’
Specifically, this concept draws attention to the centrality of strategic thinking and compromise in
these partnerships on the part of the targets of dissidentism, whereby they allowed their identities to
become attached to political causes beyond their own in order to gain media attention and political

support.

Transnational dissident-promoting coalitions could be informal, based on supportive public or press
statements, or organised into a formal active group with an established premises, identity, and
funding; an example would be the organisation Resistance International (1983-93), which was a
political action group run jointly by US anti-communists and East European dissidents aimed at
coordinating dissident activity worldwide and appears as a minor case study here.*® The term
‘coalition’, which more often applies to conditional agreements between parliamentary political
parties one of which is typically a smaller partner, is used to emphasise the similarly strategic nature
of cooperation between the targets of dissidentism and supportive third parties. Often, both sides
would overlook or compromise on certain ideological differences to work together to achieve a
greater and mutually important Cold War objective, usually the undermining of the target’s home

government.*’

47 For contemporary commentary on these relationships, see Hella Pick, ‘“Monopoly” on dissidents’,
Guardian, 10" March, 1977, 1.

48 Vladimir Bukovsky, Judgement in Moscow: Soviet Crimes and Western Complicity (Westlake Village,
CA: Ninth of November Press, 2019), 596-600.

49 While this thesis focuses mainly on government interactions with dissidents abroad, there has been
revealing work recently published which complicates the picture of transnational cooperation between
dissidents and allies abroad. Most notably, Irina Gordeeva has pointed to the interaction between the Western
New Left Historian E. Thompson, through the European Nuclear Disarmament campaign (END), and
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More importantly, though, coalition, as opposed to ‘alliance’ or ‘partnership’ which imply a close,
equal relationship, reflects how these relationships saw two very different sides coming together to
fight for a specific set of goals and form a union in which the targets consciously chose to accept
support of a political actor despite the way this led to their own message becoming obscured by its
attachment to that of a supporter abroad. Transnational is included as a descriptor to capture the
cross-border essence of coalitions between targets of dissidentism and their supporters, highlighting
how their cooperation left footprints in multiple localities and had resonance across borders,
responding to recent efforts to explore Cold War dissent in a transnational context.’® ‘Dissident-
promoting’ refers to the process by which an individual was promoted as a dissident, whether or not
they truly held the status of a dissident or were simply depicted as one by the promoter, reflecting
the tactical aspect of supporting an activist as a dissident. Of course, attempts to form coalitions could
fail due to irreconcilable ideological differences, examples of which this thesis explores, while
targets’ messages could be co-opted by transnational actors without the former’s agreement or their

reciprocation.

Figures within the New Left and Western trade unions on the left benefited from the formation of
these coalitions by gaining media attention and in some cases more practical support in the form of
diplomacy or even financing (in the case of unions) from the USSR. The Soviet Union, meanwhile,
was able to demonstrate international support for its ideology, or at least evidence of its ideology’s
predictions of capitalist crises precipitating revolutions being proven right. This is not to overlook
the fact that there are still challenges in comparing the New Left and labour activists with Soviet
dissidents, even if the focus remains on comparing the Soviet-West and West-Soviet dissidentism
rather than directly comparing Western radicals and Soviet dissidents. However, new understandings
of what characterised dissent during the Cold War have emerged and led historians to reconsider who
can and cannot be considered a ‘dissident figure’ which, along with methodological innovations in

the field, mean Szulecki’s criteria can be fulfilled in liberal democracies.

independent Soviet peace activists, drawing attention to cooperation between Cold War activists across
borders. See Gordeeva, ‘Solidarity in Search of Human Agency: “Détente from Below” and Independent
Peace Activists in the Soviet Union’, Labour History Review 86, no. 3 (2021): 339-68.

30 For example, see Robert Brier, ed., Entangled Protest: Transnational Approaches to the History of
Dissent in Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union (Osnabriick: fibre Verlag, 2013).
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Elsewhere, Szulecki has used the concept of ‘doxa’, borrowed from Pierre Bourdieu who referred to
how ‘established order[s]’ ‘naturali[se]’ their own ‘arbitrariness’, to describe how Central European
dissidents gained their political status.’’ Cold War doxas existed which applied strict limits to the
parameters of debate on Cold War geopolitics. He argues that discussions on geopolitics were
constrained within the bounds of superpower domination and détente, and that arguments beyond
this, in favour of either breaking the superpowers’ duopoly or ending the peaceful coexistence of
détente, marked one out as a geopolitical ‘heretic’.>* Similarly, there existed doxas and doctrines, or
dominant political ‘orders’, as Richard Shorten calls them, that constrained the discussion of
ideology.® As Shorten says, regardless of ‘physical deeds’ being completed or not, ‘dissenting’,
challenging doctrine ‘from within’, and ‘rebelling’, the ‘superseding of an order’, were features of
both East and West as ways of ‘actively challenging the Cold War order and performed by both the
East European dissident movements and the New Left as they articulated alternative visions for

politics’, as well as by anti-détente conservatives according to Shorten.>*

In the USSR, during the period explored, adherence to officially approved Marxism-Leninism
formed the parameters of political discourse. Anyone who moved beyond them was considered by
the state to be an enemy, a heretic from Soviet doxa. Those who did, are now famous names.
Sakharov and Solzhenitsyn gained fame due to their resistance of Soviet doxa and the persecution
they suffered as members of the Soviet dissident movement. This situation prevailed until the arrival
of Mikhail Gorbachev, at which point Soviet doxa was reformed in favour of a relatively more open
political society. In the West, doxa was shaped by adherence to capitalism and the acceptance of
superpower domination of international relations.” Dissent was less explicitly defined in the West,
as one could oppose the state without suffering persecution. However, there were incidents of
departure from the mainstream doxa resulting in state sanction for left-wingers. The Black Panthers,

for example, a radical Black Nationalist group, certainly were victims of state-orchestrated

51 Kacper Szulecki, ‘Heretical geopolitics of Central Europe. Dissidents, intellectuals and an alternative
European order’, Geoforum 65 (2015): 25-36. See Pierre Bourdieu, Outline of a Theory of Practice
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993), 164-70.

52 Szulecki, ‘Heretical geopolitics of Central Europe’, 25.

53 Shorten, ‘The Cold War as comparative political thought’, 406-7.

34 Shorten, 405-7.

35 Shorten, 406-7.
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oppression in the US for their rejection of doxa through the concept of ‘Revolutionary Nationalism’

and were subject to covert surveillance and harassment from the intelligence services.*®

Meanwhile, David Cunningham has studied FBI counterintelligence measures during the 1960s and
early 1970s and revealed that the scope of FBI targets for repression on the left included not only the
Black Power movement, but the New Left at large, and illustrated the extensive and creative ways
the FBI attempted to repress the movement.’” In this way, but only in very select circumstances, New
Leftists’ experiences could be compared to those of Soviet dissidents, because they departed from
the prevailing doxa of the West and sometimes received state-sanctioned punishment for doing so
though the scope for dissent was immeasurably smaller in the USSR and the punishment far greater.
Further, even while its supporters were not under state sanction for their beliefs and activities, the
New Left was still a ‘dissenting’ then ‘rebelling’ movement, seeking to challenge and later supersede
the order of capitalism, and held importance to the USSR as an anti-capitalist movement with the
Soviet media portraying them as dissidents regardless of the presence of genuine sanctions or not;
Shorten also argues conservatives opposed to détente were also ‘rebels’ by seeking to alter the

established Cold War order.®

The miners, meanwhile, at times were also victims of political repression while taking legal action.
Seamus Milne has gone as far to argue the Conservative British government waged what he terms a
‘secret war’ against the miners and used covert oppressive measures such as phone-tapping, akin to
those used by the USSR against its dissidents, against the miners.”® Equally, he has uncovered
extensive evidence of Soviet solidarity with the miners, both in terms of financial and political
support, as have Granville Williams et al. in Pit Props (2016) a study of international solidarity with
the miners.®® The NUM itself has also analysed Cabinet papers released in 2014 pertaining to the

miners’ strike which it argues suggest a comprehensive government effort to denigrate the miners’

56 Roman, ‘Soviet “renegades™, 518; Jessica Christina Harris, ‘Revolutionary Black Nationalism: The
Black Panther Party’, The Journal of African American History 85, no. 3 (Summer 2000): 162.

57 Cunningham, There's Something Happening Here, 6. Countering Cunningham, others, like Darren E.
Tromblay, have suggested that these FBI measures merely represented ‘excesses’ and that the FBI’s
activities were relatively justified in the context of Cold War geopolitics. See Tromblay, ‘From Old Left to
New Left: The FBI and the Sino—Soviet Split’, International Journal of Intelligence and Counter
Intelligence 33, no. 1 (2020): 97-118.

58 Shorten, ‘The Cold War as comparative political thought’, 406.

3 Seumas Milne, ‘What Stella left out: The truth about MI5's role in the miners' strike will not come
out in Rimington's memoirs’ Guardian, 3™ October, 2000.

0 Milne, The Enemy Within, 265; Granville Williams, ed., Pit Props: Music, International Solidarity,
and the 1984-85 Miners’ Strike (London: Campaign for Press and Broadcasting Freedom, 2016).
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public image.' The same release of Cabinet Papers also revealed the extent to which the British
government sought to put pressure on the Soviet leadership, in the build-up to Mikhail Gorbachev’s
UK tour in late 1984, not to liaise or demonstrate public solidarity with the miners while the Soviet
delegation was in Britain. British ministers reacted to the news that a radical Soviet miner was to be
in the Soviet delegation who might address a crowd of British miners in a similar manner to the way
Soviet officials had often responded to possible meetings between Western heads of state and Soviet
dissidents, with one minister calling on the Prime Minister to instruct the USSR to cease what he

perceived as Moscow’s interventions in domestic UK politics.®

Furthermore, while the literature has drawn significant attention to the links between anti-communist
sentiment in the media and the government’s smear campaign against the miners, this thesis will
place the strike into the Cold War context of which it was expressly a part, in a way that has not yet
been done.®® The miners’ strike became part of a wider propaganda struggle between the West and
the USSR over the universality of Marxism and capitalism that was waged through the creation of
suitable ‘dissident’ ‘figures’, which in this case focused on the personality of the miners’ Marxist
leader Arthur Scargill.** Of course, Western strikes were always of importance to the Soviet media
as a way of proving Marxist predictions’ accuracy and this is well documented in the literature. As
Brian McNair has said, the Soviet media focused on strikes in the West as doing so:

reinforce[d] the Marxist—Leninist view that capitalism [was] in a more or less permanent

state of crisis, and that the working classes of capitalist societies [were] in a more or

less permanent state of conflict with ‘the bosses’. ©

However, there have been no studies which draw attention to the extent to which the Soviet media
was engaged in creating specific ‘dissident’ personalities from the Western left to support this
narrative, akin to the West’s discourse on Soviet dissidents. Highlighting the Soviet media’s

cultivation of ‘dissident’ profiles, in addition to illustrating the overlooked similarities with the West,

81 N. Stubbs, Divide and Conquer: A Forensic Analysis of the 1984-85 Cabinet Papers in Relation to the
Miners’ Strike (NUM: 2014).

2 Norman Lamont to Margaret Thatcher ‘Soviet assistance to the NUM’, 21% November, 1984, The
National Archives (TNA), Kew, PREM19/1578; Phil Rawsthorne, ‘Thatcher’s Culture of Conformity: The
Disintegration of Party/State Distinctions and the Weaponisation of the State in Response to the Miners’ Strike
1984/85° (PhD diss., Edge Hill University, 2019), 88.

%3 For comment on the significance of the strike, see Milne, The Enemy Within, 291.

% Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, Xii.

%5 Brian McNair, Glasnost, Perestroika and the Soviet Media (London and New York: Routledge, 2006),
139-40 and 142
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reveals the complexity and extent of Soviet interest in building narratives of trade unionists’ human

rights being abused in the West.

Another problem associated with comparing the miners, New Left, and other Western left-wingers
with Soviet dissidents is the openly public nature of their dissent and opposition to the Western Cold
War order. Dissidents’ activities are typically understood as underground and beyond the realm of
the public. In the USSR, the primary means by which dissidents could express and exchange their
ideas was through limited-circulation, low-tech, self-published samizdat texts. Samizdat, meaning in
Russian ‘to publish something oneself’, reflected the isolation of the dissidents from mainstream
society and lack of access to a public forum. By contrast, the New Left theorists’ texts were printed
by major publishing houses in the West and were freely available for purchase; though government

pressure could sometimes be applied to particular publications.*

Yet this image of the Soviet dissidents, as secretive and underground, though accurate in many cases,
is also one-dimensional and based on outdated stereotypes of Soviet society as divided between
official and unofficial life.’” Instead, as Serguei Oushakine argues, there was significant scope for
dissidents to voice criticism publicly, while Alexei Yurchak points out that the Soviet state tolerated
unsanctioned culture to greater extents than often estimated.®® Therefore, the public nature of the
New Left and other left-wing dissent becomes less problematic, when dissent may have been
somewhat more public in the USSR than previously thought. In fact, the criteria of dissidentism

actually require that dissent was public, as it was this character that gave it international resonance.®

Of course, the danger of violence and imprisonment posed to dissidents by the KGB if they spoke
out was ever present and must not be understated. Nor does this thesis argue that the level of

repression in the Soviet Union ever came to close to being replicated in the West against left-wing-

% Herbert Marcuse, a key New Left theorist, for example, was published by Beacon Press, a large not-
for-profit publishing group. Beacon Press did, however, come under pressure from the Nixon administration
when it published the Pentagon Papers in 1971, which detailed American military overreach during the
Vietnam War. The Attorney General in fact attempted to prevent The New York Times from printing the
Pentagon Papers when it began publishing excerpts. Such examples outline that while the press was of
course much freer in the US, there was significant scope for government intervention. See Andrew Hacker,
‘Philosopher’, New York Times, 10" March, 1968, Section BR, 1; Hedrick Smith, ‘Mitchell Seeks to Halt
Series on Vietnam, but Times Refuses’, New York Times, 15 June, 1971, 1.

7 Alexei Yurchak, Everything Was Forever, until It Was No More: The Last Soviet Generation
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2005), 6.

8 Qushakine, ‘The Terrifying Mimicry of Samizdat’, 192; Yurchak, Everything Was Forever, until It
Was No More, 23.

 Szulecki, Dissidents in Communist Central Europe, 3. Nathans has also challenged the notion of a
‘giant underground’ in the USSR. See Nathans, ‘The Terrifying Mimicry of Samizdat’, 613.
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radicals. However, the primary focus of this thesis is not to illustrate that the status of political
freedom was comparable in the US, UK and USSR. The West was undeniably freer, though there
were examples of where political repression took place in the West against left-wingers which the
analysis does draw attention to. The primary focus is instead on showing how Soviet media and
politics portrayed left-wing radicals in the West as dissidents who were victims of Western repression
in order to depict capitalism as corrupt form of society. The thesis studies how this Soviet narrative
emerged in order to counter the effects of global human rights activism and Western press and
political support for Soviet dissident personalities which pushed a globally received and damaging
narrative of the USSR as a uniquely repressive state. The analysis also considers how these two
narratives formed a key part of the wider ideological conflict of the Cold War, as both sides pointed
to the existence of dissidents, perceived or real, in the opposing bloc to prove the respective
universality of communist and Western values. This thesis is therefore primarily focused on the use
of dissidents, and figures portrayed as dissidents, for political purposes by politicians and
governments, rather than the more apolitical, humanitarian work of human rights groups and the UN
which are already well covered in the literature.”” The main thrust of the analysis is towards
examining how dissidents, and figures deemed to be dissidents by different parties, were politicised
in Cold War national politics and international relations. It is therefore possible to compare Soviet
discourse on Western radicals as dissidents to Western discourse on Soviet dissidents, as some

historians have already begun to do.
Literature review

Though no historian has yet applied dissidentism to the Soviet Union’s interactions with figures it
depicted as dissidents in the West and while there has been a dearth in the past three decades of
monograph length studies specifically on the USSR’s relationship with Western dissenters and Soviet
attempts to cultivate dissident media personalities, studies have been completed approaching these

directions.”’ Notably, Michal Kope&ek has drawn attention to the development of a specific state

0 See, for example, Stefan-Ludwig Hoffmann, ed., Human Rights in the Twentieth Century (New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2011); Hurst, British Human Rights Organizations and Soviet Dissent, 1965-
1985; Akira Iriye, Petra Goedde, and William I. Hitchcock, eds., The Human Rights Revolution: The Human
Rights Revolution (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012).

" Though focused on a different context, Richardson-Little’s recently published monograph examining
how the East German state incorporated into its ideology and weaponised human rights to attack capitalism
touches on similar themes. See Richardson-Little, The Human Rights Dictatorship: Socialism, Global
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socialist concept of human rights among the Soviet Union and its allies during the Cold War.”
Kopecek has described how, during the 1950s and 1960s, scholars in the state socialist regimes of
Eastern Europe developed an alternative mode of human rights which received official backing and
‘served as a tool of self-confident state socialist human rights politics’, before providing an important
subject for dissidents’ critiques of human rights under state socialism and eventually undermining
the legitimacy of the state socialist governments which promoted it.”> Meanwhile, Ned Richardson-
Little has analysed the USSR’s attempts to exploit the UN declaration of 1968 as the ‘International
Year of Human Rights’ to ‘legitimise the status quo in Eastern Europe’, as well as the later
development and promotion of a ‘Socialist Declaration of Human Rights’, designed to rival the
Western variant and serve as a tool in Gorbachev’s efforts to remake the Soviet Union’s global image
in the 1980s.” Taking a more longue durée approach, Benjamin Nathans has traced the deep roots
of such ‘Soviet Rights-Talk’ back to the establishment of the USSR under Lenin.”” As Nathans says,
the Soviet state viewed rights through the prism of shaping the ideal Soviet citizens — the homo
Sovieticus — initially by bestowing rights to those who had been oppressed under capitalism and later,
as Soviet socialism entered its developed phase, to reward participation in the Soviet project whereby
‘[labour became] the gateway to other rights’.”® In the Soviet view, human rights were socially
constructed and not the guarantors of a ‘pre-existing’ harmonious natural order, and had to be actively
used to push human society to a brighter future on the basis of which the Soviet state claimed to be

‘outperforming’ the West on political rights.”’

Solidarity and Revolution in East Germany (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2020). Christian Phillip
Peterson, meanwhile, has explored the use of human rights as a ‘weapon’ in US-Soviet relations. His focus,
however, is on the US administrations’ relationships with NGOs, dissidents, and private citizens, and has only
a secondary focus on Soviet responses with Peterson primarily examining Soviet attempts to undermine the
dissident movement at home and attack Western human rights critiques through diplomacy and general
propaganda rather than studying in-depth the USSR’s relationships with Western dissenters and the Soviet
media’s creation of equivalent dissident figures. See Peterson, ‘Wielding the Human Rights Weapon: The
United States, Soviet Union, and Private Citizens, 1975-1989’ (PhD diss., Ohio University, 2009) and Peterson,
Globalizing Human Rights Private Citizens, the Soviet Union, and the West (Abingdon: Routledge, 2011).

2 Michal Kopeéek, ‘The Socialist Conception of Human Rights and Its Dissident Critique’, 261-89.

3 Kopecek, 261.

74 Richardson-Little, ‘From Tehran to Helsinki: the International Year of Human Rights 1968 and State
Socialist Eastern Europe’, Diplomatica, 1, no. 2 (2019): 180; Richardson-Little, ‘The Failure of the
Socialist Declaration of Human Rights: Ideology, Legitimacy, and Elite Defection at the End of State
Socialism’, East Central Europe 46, no. 2-3 (2019): 318-41.

75> Benjamin Nathans, ‘Soviet Rights-Talk in the Post-Stalin Era’, in Human Rights in the Twentieth
Century, 166-190.

76 Nathans, ‘Soviet Rights-Talk in the Post-Stalin Era’, 189.
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At the same time, scholars have pointed to the multifaceted concept of socialist internationalism,
whereby communist governments expressed solidarity with socialist parties and groups abroad
including in the West, as an example of the scope for Soviet involvement with allies in the West,
while also highlighting how interest in supporting perceived allies was expressed independently of
the regime by its own citizens in ways which undermined the Soviet state’s policies.”® However, in
terms of specifically addressing to what extent the USSR actually sought to form alliances with and
portray specific left-wing figures in the West as dissidents, some of the most revealing research has
been carried out by Meredith Roman. Roman has demonstrated how creating dissident figures was a
key tool on both sides in ‘the confrontation between what historian Odd Arne Westad terms the

999

“Empire of Justice” and the “Empire of Liberty”’, and that ‘Soviet and US authorities not only
endeavoured to demonstrate the moral superiority of their own forms of modernity, but also focused

on exposing the shortcomings and failings of their competitor’s vision’ by pointing out the existence

of opponents of that vision in the opposing bloc for propaganda.”

She has especially focused on the Soviet approach to the Black Power movement and most of all on
the case of Soviet support for Angela Davis, a university professor and radical member of the
Communist Party of the United States of America (CPUSA), during her highly-politicised trial in
1970-72.%° Roman identifies that the Soviet Union sought to form common cause with Davis and
highlighted her persecution by the US authorities. The USSR of course continually interacted with
the issue of race in American society before and after the Second World War, deliberately seeking
to attract African-American workers to the USSR in the 1930s, such as Robert Nathaniel Robinson,
whom the Soviet regime used as ‘symbol[s] of racial oppression under capitalism and of
communism’s promise of racial equality’, and then latching on to the growth of the civil rights

movement and criticism of US racism in the 1950s as Barbara Keys and Mary Dudziak have

8 Daniel Laqua and Charlotte Alston, ‘Activism and Dissent under State Socialism: Coalitions and
Campaigns in the 1970s and 1980s’, Labour History Review 86, no. 3 (2021): 307; Roman, ‘Soviet
“renegades’, 514.

7 Roman, 518. Also see chapters 1 ‘The empire of liberty: American ideology and foreign interventions’
and 2 ‘The empire of justice: Soviet ideology and foreign interventions’ in Odd Arne Westad, The Global Cold
War: Third World Interventions and the Making of Our Times (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005),
8-38 and 39-72.

80 Roman, ‘Soviet “renegades™, 503-19; Roman, ‘“Armed and Dangerous™, 87-111. Also see, ‘The Free
Angela Movement in Global Context, 1970-1972’, 1-38.
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respectively addressed.®’ However, as Roman argues, the Soviet press’ interest in Black Nationalist
critiques and the persecution of the likes of the Black Panthers was disingenuous and completely
calculated, saying:
...In their efforts to expose the failings of their Cold War adversary with regard to
democracy and dissent, Soviet authorities did not so much question the application of
national-security measures against African-American dissenters. Rather they
questioned the self-righteous claims coming out of the United States that Washington’s
national-security concerns were legitimate while those of the Kremlin were not.*
The main objective in drawing attention to the Black Panthers’ persecution was to combat Western
criticism of the Soviet state’s persecution of its own dissidents. Roman also highlights that the vast
majority of the Black Power movement wanted nothing to do with the USSR and that Angela Davis
represented an exception for her receipt of Soviet support, a decision which was itself calculated on
the part of Davis as she sought tactical alliances in the binary Cold War context against her critics in
the US.* This thesis builds on such existing work, and highlights how other anti-capitalist, dissenting

groups and figures in the West were the recipients of Soviet attention that depicted them as dissidents

and to varying degrees formed tactical Cold War coalitions with Moscow.

Another aspect of the USSR’s relationship with the New Left includes the issue of accusing the
United States of genocide. New Left accusations of genocide were made on three different accounts,
in the context of the US bombing of civilian populations during the Vietnam War, Black Nationalist
critiques, and the history of Native Americans’ treatment at the hands of the American state.* Anton
Weiss-Wendt has suggested that Moscow ‘tapped’ the New Left’s various accusations of genocide
against America, offering its diplomatic and journalistic support.*® Earlier, contemporary Cold War-
era works on the USSR and New Left, meanwhile, offer broader analyses of the two’s relationship.

The most significant remains the late Klaus Menhert’s 1975 book, Moscow and the New Left.*

Menhert’s volume is still the only monograph-length study that directly addresses the relationship

between the Soviet government and the New Left, a fact that draws attention to the striking dearth
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of research on this important but neglected topic and is an omission from the literature which this
thesis addresses.?” Menhert analysed Soviet newspaper and academic journals’ coverage of the New
Left to discern the USSR’s response to the phenomenon of 1968’s revolts and after. Menhert argued
the response was largely negative, though noted that among the intelligentsia there was some genuine
debate around the New Left and that in 1969 the Soviet Academy of Sciences ordered the journal

Voprosy filosofii to conduct a wide-ranging study of the New Left with broadly defined parameters.®®

An additional key study of the USSR-New Left relationship conducted in the 1970s was that of Rein
Taagepera.® Taagepera’s analysis focused on Soviet Estonia, an interesting context given the high
rates of education and national dimension to dissent in that Soviet Republic.”® Both these facts meant
that the Soviet leadership there was particularly anxious to denigrate the New Left’s credentials, and
the official response in Estonia was overwhelmingly negative. Yet as Taagepera also discovered, the
authorities were simultaneously open to praising the protests organised by the New Left.”' According
to Taagepera, such contradictory writing was ‘a typical example of what the Estonian reader learned
about the Western student unrest through the central Soviet channels’.””> Meanwhile, Taagepera’s
study also sheds light on the unofficial response to the New Left, pointing out the positive reception

it received among the youth and intelligentsia.”

Menhert and Taagepera’s findings have been largely undervalued in the literature. Granted, the Cold
War setting in which they wrote restricted their access to Soviet publications and led them to suggest
a more limited engagement with the New Left by the Soviet political and academic establishment
than was really the case. However, supplementing their research with newly available press archives

and memoirs by leading ideological figures in the Soviet government, this thesis reveals that there
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