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Preface 

This book examines the relationship between the political leadership 
of the Soviet Union and Soviet science. The most frequent character-
ization of this relationship is dominant and submissive, respectively. 
Most authors have written that the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union exerted influence on scientists' careers, access to foreign scient-
ific publications and interaction with their foreign colleagues in the 
Soviet Union and the ability of scientists to travel abroad. While this 
characterization is correct, it tends to be uni-directional. Furthermore, 
the literature usually ignores the relationship between scientists and 
the Party in the decision-making arena. In this book, I argue that the 
relationship between scientists and the leadership is better viewed as 
bi-directional. Thus, I argue that scientists had an influence on policy-
makers in the areas of nuclear policy and human rights although not 
to the same degree as the Party had on science and scientists. This 
book also examines the relationship between the natural sciences and 
the political leadership in the post-Soviet context. 

This book makes two contributions to the existing literature. First, 
it examines the question of influence by documenting the influence 
certain Soviet scientists had on the Communist Party. Most of the 
current Soviet scientific literature uses the perspective of the 
Communist Party to examine how influence was applied to scientists. 
And second, I develop a new definition of influence, challenging both 
Robert Dahl's outcome-oriented definition as well as the process-
oriented definitions of Dean Schooler Jr and William Gamson. 

J.L.R. 
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Note on Transliteration 

Although there are a few exceptions, the transliteration of Russian 
words and names into English in this book follows the Library of 
Congress system. Exceptions occur when the word or name has been 
published in a different style. When this happened I used the source as 
it was written. In addition, I have maintained the original author's 
preference for the spelling of his or her name if he/she had already 
been published in English. Thus, when referring to Viktor Adamsky it 
is written with a 'y' and not 'ii'. 
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