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			Introduction

		

		
			In 1980, the British Journal of American Studies invited the most prominent and famous Americanists (experts in US history, politics, and culture) throughout the world to share their intellectual biographies and personal contributions to the field with the journal’s readers. British editors selected one historian from Moscow, Nikolai Bolkhovitinov, to represent the Soviet Union. Bolkhovitinov, an author of pioneering studies on the beginning of Russian-American relations, offered to his British readers his concept of the diplomatic history, which he called “people’s diplomacy.” As Bolkhovitinov explained,

			In the past historians of international relations very seldom studied socio-political, scientific and cultural ties. Their attention was centered on inter-state and, first and foremost, diplomatic relations on the activity of prominent statesmen, famous generals and diplomats, tsars, and presidents. This left out of the history of international relations the principal element, the people, as represented by the finest, most educated and active personages—scholars, public figures, men of letters, journalists. I see my main merit in trying to overcome this shortcoming and to study relations between Russia and the USA in their fullest dimension, comprehensively, including the history of trade, socio-political, scientific and cultural ties, the history of Russian America, the business contacts of Russian “promyshlenniki” (fur traders) and Boston merchant-sailors, and other connections.1

			In March of 1991, Aleksandr Fursenko, another Soviet expert in US history and founder of the Leningrad school of American studies, added his interpretation to Bolkhovitinov’s concept of “people’s diplomacy,” explaining that “Soviet Americanists, such as Bolkhovitinov himself, became engaged in a real academic diplomacy between the North American civilization and Soviet society during the Cold War.” According to him, this “academic diplomacy led not only to an exchange of ideas, cultural forms” and practices, it “affected and shaped the personalities of all Soviet Americanists” as well. Therefore, for a better understanding of a variety of Cold War forms and practices, Fursenko emphasized, “scholars must explore both the role of Americanists in so-called academic diplomacy and a simultaneous transformation of their personality in this process.”2 His colleague from Kyiv, Arnold Shlepakov, a founder of the first Ukrainian center for American studies, further elaborated on the necessity to study “academic diplomacy’s practices.” He suggested exploring those practices for the study of Soviet intellectual and political elites: 

			In doing their research of the United States, using various discursive strategies in their research presentations and publications,—Shlepakov explained,—Soviet Americanists not only discovered and constructed their own understanding of American modernity. They also discovered and constructed their own intellectual Soviet self. Therefore, a community of Soviet Americanists could be used as a special micro prism for a scholarly analysis of the general history of Soviet intellectuals during the Cold War.

			He explained that “instead of an institutional history” of academic institutions for American Studies, scholars need to focus on “social and cultural aspects of personal histories of Soviet Americanists,” the practitioners of those American Studies.3 And Shlepakov added, “The best model for such a history could be a biography of Nikolai Bolkhovitinov, who not only represented at best the Moscow school of American Studies, but also supported provincial Americanists all over Russia and Ukraine, contributing to a creation of American centers in Dnipropetrovsk, Odesa and Simpheropol.”

			Thus, following the suggestions of Fursenko, Shlepakov, and Bolkhovitinov, and using numerous Soviet (mostly Russian and Ukrainian) studies of US history, culture and politics, archival documents, memoirs, various periodicals, personal correspondence, and more than one hundred interviews as its historical sources, this book explores the social and cultural history of Russian and Ukrainian scholars who were engaged in the research of US history, politics, and culture and who employed different ideas of North American civilization as the elements for the construction of Soviet and post-Soviet modernity in both Russia and Ukraine in their knowledge production during the Cold War. This book also focuses on how the notions of the “imaginary West/imaginary America” and the Soviet practices of producing studies in the humanities and social sciences interacted with the ideological orthodoxy and centralist infrastructure of American Studies in the USSR and became an integral part of the history of “academic and cultural diplomacy” during the Cold War.4

			The main character of this book is Nikolai Bolkhovitinov (1930–2008), who was considered by his contemporaries to be “the model type” for the role of Soviet Americanist.5 By the 1970s, Nikolai Bolkhovitinov had already become the most prominent figure among Soviet historian-Americanists, a true pioneer in the history of Russian-U.S. relations.6 For American historians in the United States, Bolkhovitinov, together with Nikolai Sivachev and Aleksandr Fursenko, symbolized the new openness of the Soviet academic community and the serious research potential of American Studies in the Soviet Union, which were revealed to the outside world as a result of the Khrushchev Thaw, and the de-Stalinization and liberalization of Soviet society after 1956. In contrast to Sivachev and Fursenko, who collaborated with and were always supported by the KGB, Bolkhovitinov had “problematic” relations with the “directive organs,” trying to distance himself (but not very successfully) from the KGB people who surrounded him in both Moscow and during his research trips to the United States. Usually American hosts were skeptical about Soviet Americanists. They praised (in 40 percent of IREX files) Soviet Americanists, specialists in the US economy, politics, diplomacy, and culture from ISKAN and IMEMO, but very rarely Soviet historians, whom they “found [sometimes] charming people,” but [they] could not “see that visits [of Soviet historians] accomplished any intellectual purpose,” because Soviet guests “prosecuted no significant research here [in America].”7 Even Aleksandr Fursenko, a Soviet historian, the most respected by his American colleagues, was criticized in the IREX reports for the same reason. Thus in his letter from November 15, 1979, Professor Arthur Schlesinger Jr. from the City University of New York, wrote to IREX, answering to an inquiry regarding the visit of Fursenko and his research topic about “Evolution of US politics in the 1970s,” and complained at the end,

			I have seen him on his previous trips and suppose I will see him again this time. But I cannot forbear passing on to you my strong impression that these meetings are a total waste of time. Fursenko, though a nice fellow, is not a historian. He is a Soviet propagandist, totally impervious to evidence at odds with his stereotypes, and it is a misuse of money to send him (or for that matter any other Soviet “historian” of contemporary affairs) around the United States.8

			To Western scholars, Bolkhovitinov became known as a very decent and honest Soviet historian. At the same time, he acquired the reputation of a serious researcher who tried to avoid the propagandist clichés so indicative of a considerable number of his Soviet colleagues, who were always engaged in various propagandist activities abroad organized by the Soviet state.9 For this reason, the figure of Bolkhovitinov attracted the attention of Western scholars, who asked him to write not only a history of US historical studies in the USSR for a Western audience, but also a story of his own life, which he eventually published in 1980 in English in the British journal.10

			Soviet Practices of Knowledge Production and Americanists

			After his initial attempt at writing his autobiography in the late 1970s, Bolkhovitinov returned to writing his memoirs (now in Russian) only in 1990 at the end of perestroika. He continued writing his autobiography for many years, publishing some excerpts in various collections and journals. However, the major portion of his memoirs, which Bolkhovitinov proofread for the last time in 2005, was never published. The text of these memoirs and his correspondence, which were given to me by his widow, Liudmila Antonovna Bolkhovitinova, in 2010, are unique sources for our understanding of the mental world and life trajectory of Bolkhovitinov—the informal leader of the most famous Soviet school for study of US History at the Institute of World History at the USSR Academy of Sciences in Moscow.11 In 1983–1987, being a graduate student of Bolkhovitinov, who supervised my Soviet PhD dissertation on the social history of colonial New York (1664–1712), I spent hours talking with my mentor not only about my academic interests, but also about his personal life and a situation in the field of Soviet American Studies. Eventually, these long conversations with Bolkhovitinov inspired me to write how the Soviet intellectuals studied the United States. In May of 2003, during one such conversation with Bolkhovitinov, I revealed to him that since the 1990s, I had been writing an account of Soviet Studies on US History. From the beginning, Bolkhovitinov immediately supported my project and provided me with some of his notes on Soviet and Russian historiography to be used for this research, and shared his own ideas about a history of American Studies in the Soviet Union and post-Soviet states. Moreover, Bolkhovitinov suggested that I include the stories of various Soviet Americanists (not only the Soviet experts in US history) in the broader context of cultural and academic dialogue between the Soviet Union and the United States during the Cold War. Thus, what follows in this book is, to some extent, the result of my long conversations and discussions with Bolkhovitinov, as well as of reading his memoirs and correspondence from January of 1983 (the first year of our mutual acquaintance, when I had been accepted to a postgraduate program at the Institute of World History under Bolkhovitinov’s supervision) to August of 2008 (our last meeting at his house in Moscow).

			Leonid Leshchenko, a Ukrainian Americanist, suggested to me in 1991,

			To understand the mentality and behavior of Soviet Americanists, you need to talk with these scholars, communicate with them; ask them personal questions. For your analysis of Americanists’ historical psychology, it is more important than an archival research of bureaucratic documents, generated by the Soviet academic institutions. Start, at least, with the most essential figures, those who played the fundamental role in the field of American studies in the USSR [like your mentor Nikolai Bolkhovitinov].12

			Following Leshchenko’s recommendations, this book features personal stories and biographies of Soviet Americanists (like one of Bolkhovitinov) as a major foundation for its narrative. This study also explores the social and cultural influences from the 1940s to the 1980s in the USSR, which shaped the intellectual interests of Soviet Americanists. A major emphasis of this study is on cultural history of Soviet Americanists rather than on institutional history of American Studies in the USSR.13

			A major subject of this study is Nikolai Bolkhovitinov as a representative of the Soviet postwar generation who, along with Georgii Arbatov and Nikolai Sivachev, eventually became the founder of the first Soviet research centers for American Studies (Amerikanistika in Russian), which influenced the generations of Soviet scholars in the 1970s and the 1980s. This book is an attempt to shed new light on the interactions of the postwar Soviet generation within the context of a Cold War culture and postwar Stalinist ideological practices, which became the object of recently released archival-based literature.14 “Socialist imagination” became the most important component of the cultural practices for all Soviet citizens, especially those from the postwar Soviet generation. Soviet people “imagined and invented” their “socialist modernity” comparing it to “the imagined West” or “imagined America,” being unable to visit the real Western Europe or America.15 According to Juliane Fürst, the result of this socialist “invention” or “imagination” was the creation of a socialist “modernist” culture of mature socialism as “a complicated conglomerate of performative practices, collective habits, individual mechanisms of survival, strategies of self-improvement, and segregated spaces for action, all of which were linked and interacted with each other in the person of the Soviet subject and citizen.”16

			This study explores these connections between “socialist imagination” and the personalities of the multiple generations of Soviet Americanists over the course of the entire history of American Studies in the USSR. The developmental high point of Soviet American Studies coincided with the period of détente in the 1970s. The new generation of Soviet Americanists who participated in the opening of Soviet society during this period took shape under the influences of the Khrushchev Thaw. Eventually this so-called “Sputnik generation,” or the “Soviet baby boomers,” among the Soviet Americanists would lay the foundations for perestroika and intensive academic and cultural dialogue with American scholars and politicians.17 Using the ideas and theoretical approaches of the recent scholarship, especially the concept of interaction between authoritative and professional discourses and methods of oral history, this monograph also analyzes how the participation in US-Soviet academic exchange programs (especially during the détente) affected various discursive practices and personalities of the Soviet Americanists, such as Bolkhovitinov. This study provides a new look at the problems of Western-Soviet cultural and academic dialogue after Stalin, offered recently by Robert English, Vladislav Zubok, Anne Gorsuch, and other scholars,18 concentrating on what Robert English had referred to as the Soviet scholars’ efforts “to move their country toward broader integration with the liberal international community.”19

			Soviet Americanists advised the Soviet leadership not only on US history and politics, but also on American cultural products “appropriate for consumption” by the Soviet citizens. In addition to literary and musical items, Soviet experts also recommended various forms of American visual media for cultural consumption, especially US motion pictures and television shows. This scholarly analysis also describes the role of Soviet Americanists, such as Bolkhovitinov, in cultural consumption of American visual media products in the Soviet Union. Paradoxically, Soviet Americanists (unknowingly!) functioned as the Soviet agents of “US soft power” in this process of cultural consumption, and eventually in US “successful cultural diplomacy.”20 As Kiril Tomoff explained, “Culture is perhaps the most important sphere in which soft power can operate, so deploying it depends in large part on ‘cultural diplomacy,’ a set of practices that states undertake to develop and distribute cultural products that are internationally identifiable as a characteristic of that state’s ideal self-presentation.”21

			The Sources and Structure of the Book

			The major source basis for this book is personal interviews and oral histories, which I had begun recording as early as April of 1990, asking Nikolai Bolkhovitinov in Moscow and Arnold Shlepakov in Kyiv questions about Western influences and cultural preferences.22 My position of a former graduate student of Nikolai Bolkhovitinov at the Institute of World History in 1983–1987 allowed me to approach other prominent Soviet Americanists in the USSR/Russian Academy of Sciences and MGU and interview them during the 1990s and the 2000s. As it turned out, the most interesting result of my interviews was an accumulation of various details of personal stories of Soviet Americanists, demonstrating the interaction of American cultural influences and Soviet realities of everyday life.23 Following the suggestions of Leonid Leshchenko and Nikolai Bolkhovitinov, I conducted more than one hundred personal interviews with former Soviet Americanists in Russia, Ukraine (and recently in the United States and Canada), beginning with my first recorded conversations with my first academic mentor, Professor Viktor Kalashnikov, in Dnipropetrovsk in Soviet Ukraine in the spring of 1989. I checked correctness/plausibility of every critical statement by my interviewees either with documents, or with a testimony of at least two different witnesses. I conducted the additional seventy interviews with individuals of different social backgrounds regarding the consumption of various cultural products from the United States during the 1960s and through the 1970s in the Soviet Union. I also interviewed (by phone or e-mail) active representatives of the academic dialogue between American and Soviet scholars, such as Basil Dmytryshyn, John Lewis Gaddis, David Goldfrank, Valery Golovskoy, Allen H. Kassof, Frank Sysyn, Donald J. Raleigh, Yale Richmond, the late Richard Stites, Andrei Znamenskii, Vladislav Zubok, and many others.

			Another group of important sources for this study includes the numerous memoirs, published and unpublished, penned by contemporaries of the various aforementioned events, particularly by Soviet Americanists and by their colleagues, such scholars like Aleksandr Nekrich, Aron Gurevich, and Evgenia Gutnova.24 Professional journals of Soviet Americanists and various contemporary periodicals from the period of late Stalinism to perestroika were utilized as sources of information for this study as well.

			In addition to the numerous studies by the Soviet Americanists, I also used the available archival documents from various Soviet universities and academic institutions, “academic reports” about the foreign travels of Soviet Americanists, and various files about their visits to the United States from the collection of such U.S. funding agencies, as the American Council of Learned Societies (ACLS) and the International Research and Exchanges Board (IREX).25

			This book begins with an introductory chapter about an institutional history of American Studies in the USSR and academic exchanges between the United States and the Soviet Union, which involved Soviet Americanists as well. After this story of academic institutions, the next chapter introduces the case studies of the founding fathers of Soviet Amerikanistika—Lev Zubok and Aleksei Efimov. This chapter explores the legacy of Stalinism in Soviet knowledge production and the historical imagination with respect to “capitalist America.” The stories of Lev Zubok, a Ukrainian Jewish self-made intellectual from the lower-class of Ukrainian Jewish shtetl society, who migrated to the United States, where he became a communist and then returned to Soviet Russia to help in “building communism” there, and of Aleksei Efimov, who hailed from a Russian Orthodox Christian middle-class family with ancient roots in the Russian service nobility, and who fought against the Red Army as a White officer in the Russian Civil War, are prime examples of the paradoxes and controversies of the new Soviet discipline known as Amerikanistika.

			By focusing on the personal history of Nikolai Bolkhovitinov, chapters 3 through 7 of this monograph provide a detailed account of how the transition of Soviet knowledge production from Stalinism to Khrushchev’s Thaw and Brezhnev’s détente was affected by the development of international relations as well as by social, cultural, and ideological changes inside Soviet academia. Furthermore, these five chapters also elaborate on the key theme of the entire book—“the anthropological genesis” of the Soviet Americanist personality. As a result, Bolkhovitinov’s personality assumes the role of a model of the Soviet Americanist, who espouses the quintessential characteristics of the Soviet experts on US history, politics, and culture, serving as a decent and honest researcher as well as “a cultural mediator” between Soviet and American civilizations. These functions would become typical for the majority of those Soviet Americanists who were active during the détente and perestroika.

			Comparing a biographical trajectory of Bolkhovitinov with other Soviet Americanists, the concluding chapter 8 discusses a thesis about Soviet Americanists as “the agents of modernity.” This chapter focuses particular attention on the epistemological limits of this claim by Soviet scholars and the connections between the notion of modernity and knowledge production in Soviet American Studies during late socialism. At the same time, this final part demonstrates the failure of Bolkhovitinov’s and by his young followers’ pioneering efforts to “modernize” and “internationalize” American Studies in the USSR and to change the dogmatic “confrontational” anti-Western character of knowledge production about North American civilization during perestroika. The ideological openness of perestroika, as well as intensive cultural and academic dialogue with American scholars led not only to some discursive and epistemological changes in American Studies, but also to academic identity changes among young Soviet Americanists, who relocated to the United States in order to pursue new careers as experts in Russian/Ukrainian, or Soviet Studies.

			NOTES

			1. Nikolai N. Bolkhovitinov, “How I Became a Historian,” Journal of American Studies 14, no. 1 (1980): 111.

			2. Interview with Aleksandr Fursenko, Moscow, March 19, 1991. Fursenko used the Russian words “akademiheskie soobshchestva uchionykh.” He stressed the word “dolzny” (must). On the role of the Leningrad school of Soviet Americanists, see Ivan A. Tsvetkov and Alexander I. Kubyshkin, “American Studies on the Shores of Neva: In the Pursuit of Scholarly Identity,” in Russian/Soviet Studies in the United States, Amerikanistika in Russia: Mutual Representations in Academic Projects, ed. Ivan Kurilla and Viktoria I. Zhuravleva (Lanham, MD: Lexington Books, 2015), 213–30. Compare with Rossiia i SShA: Poznavaia drug druga: Sbornik pamiati akademika Aleksandra Aleksandrovicha Fursenko, ed. Vladimir V. Noskov (St. Petersburg: Nestor-Istoriia, 2015).

			 3. Interview with Arnold M. Shlepakov, April 4, 1991, Kyiv. Shlepakov used the word Amerikanistika (American Studies) and stressed on cultural social aspects. Emphasis is mine.

			 4. See Soviet definitions of “humanities” and “social sciences” in Oleg Kharkhordin, “From Priests to Pathfinders: The Fate of the Humanities and Social Sciences in Russia after World War II,” American Historical Review 120, no. 4 (October 2015): 1283–98, especially 1283–84.

			 5. See my old interview with Arnold M. Shlepakov, April 4, 1991, Kyiv. He called Bolkhovitinov ideal’naia model’ (an ideal model).

			 6. All Soviet (and post-Soviet) historians of Russian-American relations followed Bolkhovitinov’s traditions in Soviet historiography of international relations. See Rafail S. Ganelin, Rossiia i SShA, 1914–1917: Ocherki istorii russko-amerikanskikh otnoshenii (Leningrad: Nauka, 1969); Rafail S. Ganelin, Sovetsko-amerikanskie otnosheniia v kontse 1917—nachale 1918 g. (Leningrad: Nauka, 1975); Gennadii P. Kuropiatnik, Rossiia i SShA—ekonomicheskie, kul’turnye i diplomaticheskie sviazi, 1867—1881 (Moscow: Nauka, 1981); Grigorii I. Sevostianov, ed., Amerikanskii ekspansionizm: Novoe vremia (Moscow: Nauka, 1985); Ivan I. Kurilla. Zaokeanskie partnery: Amerika i Rossiia v 1830–1850-e gody (Volgograd: Volgograd State University Press. 2005).

			 7. Library of Congress International Research and Exchanges Board (hereafter LC IREX.), RC 21, F 68, letter by Donald Fleming from Charles Warren Center at Harvard, April 6, 1976, about a visit by Igor Dementiev. The similar unenthusiastic report about E. Yaz’kov’s visit is placed in the same folder under F 85.

			 8. LC IREX, RC 187, F 25, letter by Arthur Schlesinger Jr., New York, November 15, 1979.

			 9. For a sample of how American historians praised Bolkhovitinov, see Marcus Rediker, “The Old Guard, the New Guard, and the People at the Gates: New Approaches to the Study of American History in the USSR,” William and Mary Quarterly 48, no. 4 (October 1991): 580–97; John T. Alexander, “Catherine the Great and the Rats,” in Adventures in Russian Historical Research: Reminiscences of American Scholars from the Cold War to the Present, ed. Samuel H. Baron and Cathy A. Frierson (Armonk, NY: M.E. Sharpe, 2003), 54, 56, 58; Donald J. Raleigh, “A Journey from St. Petersburg to Saratov,” in Baron and Frierson, Adventures, 145; and David C. Engerman, Know Your Enemy: The Rise and Fall of America’s Soviet Experts (New York: Oxford, 2009), 178–79. Compare with an essay, written by Russian scholars: Victoria I. Zhuravleva and Ivan I. Kurilla, “‘Not to foment enmity, but to promote better understanding between peoples’: In Memory of Nikolai Nikolaevich Bolkhovitinov, a Person and a Scholar,” in Russia and the United States: Mutual Representations in Textbooks, ed. Victoria I. Zhuravleva and Ivan I. Kurilla (Volgograd: Kennan Institute, 2009), 370–400.

			10. Nikolai N. Bolkhovitinov, “The Study of United States History in the Soviet Union,” American Historical Review 74, no. 4 (1969): 1221–42; Nikolai N. Bolkhovitinov, “On the Present State of American Studies in the Soviet Union,” in American Studies Abroad, ed. Robert H. Walker (Westport, CT: Greenwood Press, 1975), 101–8; Nikolai N. Bolkhovitinov, “How I Became a Historian,” Journal of American Studies 14, no. 1 (1980): 103–14.

			11. His first attempt to publish what he had already written was made in 1996. It was a small part of his first draft of the memoirs: N. N. Bolkhovitinov, “O vremeni i o sebe: Zametki istorika,” Istoriki Rossii, vypusk 1 (Moscow, 1997), 67–80. I used another (never published) text as a major source for this study: Nikolai N. Bolkhovitinov, Vospominaniia (unpublished, Moscow, 2005) This is a typewritten manuscript of sixty-two pages with a crossed-out title, “Schastlivaia pora detstva” (The happy time of childhood).

			12. Interview with Leonid Leshchenko, June 23, 2013, Kyiv.

			13. In this way, this book took a different approach from the well-researched study of Soviet Studies in the US in Engerman, Know Your Enemy.

			14. See especially A. V. Pyzhikov, Khrushchevskaia ottepel’ (Moscow: OLMA-Press, 2002); Y. Gorlizki and O. Khlevniuk, Cold Peace: Stalin and the Soviet Ruling Circle, 1945–1953 (New York: Oxford University Press, 2004); David Brandeberger, National Bolshevism: Stalinist Mass Culture and the Formation of Modern Russian National Identity, 1931–1956 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2002); Vladislav Zubok, Zhivago’s Children: The Last Russian Intelligentsia (Cambridge, MA: The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2009); Juliane Fürst, Stalin’s Last Generation: Soviet Post-War Youth and the Emergence of Mature Socialism (New York: Oxford University Press, 2010); Serhy Yekelchyk, Stalin’s Citizens: Everyday Politics in the Wake of Total War (New York: Oxford University Press, 2014).

			15. See Alan M. Ball, Imagining America: Influence and Images in Twentieth-Century Russia (Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, 2003), esp. 184–85. See a definition of the “imaginary West” in Alexei Yurchak, Everything Was Forever, until It Was No More: The Last Soviet Generation (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2005), 34–35, 161–62.

			16. Fürst, Stalin’s Last Generation, 26.

			17. I refer to Russia’s Sputnik Generation: Soviet Baby Boomers Talk about Their Lives, transl. and ed. Donald J. Raleigh (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2006), and Donald J. Raleigh, Soviet Baby Boomers: An Oral History of Russia’s Cold War Generation (New York: Oxford University Press, 2012).

			18. Robert English, Russia and the Idea of the West: Gorbachev, Intellectuals, and the End of the Cold War (New York: Columbia University Press, 2000); Vladislav Zubok, A Failed Empire: The Soviet Union in the Cold War from Stalin to Gorbachev (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2007); Anne E. Gorsuch, All This Is Your World: Soviet Tourism at Home and Abroad after Stalin (New York: Oxford University Press, 2011), esp. pp. 106–28; and various publications of Andrei Kozovoi, Par-delà le mur: La culture de guerre froide soviétique entre deux détentes (Paris: Complexe, 2009).

			19. English, Russia and the Idea of the West, 126. Compare with the Soviet point of view in E. A. Dudzinskaia, Mezhdunarodnye nauchnye sviazi sovetskikh istorikov (Moscow: Nauka, 1978).

			20. Joseph Nye introduced this term at the end of the 1980s. See especially Joseph S. Nye, Soft Power: The Means to Success in World Politics (New York: Public Affairs, 2004).

			21. Kiril Tomoff, Vitruosi Abroad: Soviet Music and Imperial Competition during the Early Cold War, 1945–1958 (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2015), 11.

			22. Eventually, I use a part of this “oral history” collection of mine for my book about cultural consumption in Soviet Ukraine during the Brezhnev era. See my methodology of oral history and my list of questions in Sergei I. Zhuk, Rock and Roll in the Rocket City: The West, Identity, and Ideology in Soviet Dniepropetrovsk, 1960–1985 (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press and Washington, DC: Woodrow Wilson Center Press, 2010), 15–16, 318–20. I transcribed a majority of my interviews (especially those conducted in the 1990s) in my numerous notebooks. Many of the recent interviews are still on my voice recorder. In fact, my first recorded interview was in March of 1989 with Viktor Kalashnikov, my mentor in Dnipropetrovsk.

			23. For my previous book and this study, I used various approaches and methods of the oral history, presented in the recent literature. Among numerous guides and books, see especially Catching Stories: A Practical Guide to Oral History, ed. Donna M. DeBlasio et al. (Athens: Ohio University Press, 2009), Lynn Abrams, Oral History Theory (London: Routledge, 2010), and Donald A. Ritchie, Doing Oral History (New York: Oxford University Press, 2015 [2002]).

			24. I refer to various Russian editions of Georgii Arbatov, a legendary director of the Institute of the USA and Canada Studies (ISKRAN), such as Georgii Arbatov, Zhizn’. Sobytiia. Liudi: Avtobiografiia na fone istoricheskikh peremen (Moscow: Liubimaia Rossiia, 2008) and an American edition in English: Georgi Arbatov, The System: An Insider’s Life in Soviet Politics (New York: Random House, 1992). I also use: Aleksandr Nekrich, Forsake Fear: Memoirs of an Historian, transl. Donald Lineburgh (Boston: Unwin Hyman, 1991); Petro
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