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(First of two parts)

Since the revolutionary changes in 1989 and the 1990 free  Few events in the 74-year history of Soviet foreign policy have
elections in Hungary, the majority of archival sources in Hungary been subjected to as much scrutiny as the invasion of Czechoslova-
on the 1956 Hungarian Revolution have become available tokia in August 1968. Countless books, monographs, and articles
scholars. Similarly, a number of Polish, Czechoslovak and about the invasion (and the events preceding and following it) have
Yugoslav archival documents have been discovered and releasedppeared in the Wes8ome authors, such as H. Gordon Skilling,

Although the Sovie

have put together massive

sources, which are of U
most importance, are st
largely unavailable, som
helpful clues to Soviet dé
cision-making and actior
have been provided throu
articles published in thj
former Soviet Union in th
last few months.

As aresult of declass
ficationtrendsin East-Cel
tral Europe, as well as tH
release of numerous Wej
ern sources on 1956 duri
the latter part of the 1980
members of the Institut
for the History of the 195¢
Hungarian Revolution an
other scholars in Hungar
and abroad have alreaq
produced articles presen
ing hitherto unknown dats
important evidence an
new interpretations. Thi

studies of the whole Prague

The Official (West) German Report: Spring, the crisis in the War-
saw Pact, and the Soviet-led

Warsaw Pact Military Planning in Central Europe: invasion? Other scholars

Revelations From the East German Archives have chosen to focus on spe-

cific aspects of the events

[Editor’s note: Following the reunification of Germany in October 1990, the Fed r‘o’l\f'thm Czechoslovakia, S,UCh
Republic moved swiftly to take possession of the records of the East German Neiggdhe role of Slovak nation-
Peoples Army (NVA). Last February, after its staff had time to review those archi@ism in the reform move-
the German Defense Ministry released an official report on its findings, entifegient® Still others, includ-
“Military Planning of the Warsaw Pact in Central Europe: A Studye reportis | ing Karen Dawisha, Jiri
reprinted in full, with permission, along with a foreword by the Federal Defefsgalenta, and Condoleezza
Minister. It has been annotated and translatedMrk Kramer , a research | Rijce, have written lengthy
asso_mate of the Russian Research Centc_er at _Harvard Unlver_sny and_ the Cent Erafﬂ%llyses of the Soviet
Foreign Policy Deve_lopment at quwn University. (Foc_)tnptes in the original text nion’s response to the Pra-
marked by superscripted numbers; translegarotes are indicated by the alphabet . . .
gue Sprind. Amidst this

cal superscript)] voluminous literature, one
FOREWORD might justifiably ask whether
- there is much new that can
Despite the destruction of many documents from the files of the for, T%? !earneq abqut the 1968
NVA before German reunification, some 25,000 documents on the stra e‘ai'é's and invasion.
and operational war planning of the former Warsaw Pact came into th(l Until the late 1980s,
most of what was known

Continued on page 13
pag about the events surround-

-

article will summarize

some of the most significant findings §

ing the Prague Spring, espe-
cially about the Soviet Union’s role, came

scholars concerning 1956.* | NSIDE® from official and unofficial materials pub-
lished either before the invasion or shortly
Internal Aspects of the Revolution Inside the SED Archives thereafter. By the time Skilling and Dawisha
The East German Archives completed their authoritative studies (in 1976
Many authors in recent years have Revisiting the Berlin Crisis and 1984, respectively), there seemed little
tempted to define tteharacterof the revolt. S SSIRERIISE prospect of coming up with many additional
These studies were recently enhanced b In Re: Alger Hiss insights unless Western scholars could gain
research of Dr. Gydrgy Litvan, director { FRUS Publication Schedule accessto Sovietand East European archives.
the Institute for the History of the 195 A Letter to Brezhnev Whether those archives would ever be acces-
Hungarian Revolution Budapest, who hg Update sible was a matter of doubt, however. In-

Continued on page 2

Continued on page 4



2 CoLb WAR INTERNATIONAL HiSTORY PROJECTBULLETIN

HUNGARY were set up with the participation ofinternational Aspects of the Revolution
_ ~ Continued from page 1 ~uncompromised and reliable local personali-
identified four basic political trends whichties. The new “revolutionary” or “national” ~ Newarchival discoveries have shed con-

emerged during the revolution: (1) thgouncils then organized and directed thsiderable light on the individuals respon-
reform socialism trend, represented primapcality peacefully, without sparking anysible for the Soviet decision to intervene in
rily by Imre Nagy and his followers andp|podshed. In many cases, the local revolidungary. Dr. Tibor Hajdu (Institute of His-
shared by many intellectuals, students, aRgnary leaders established agreements tifry, Budapest) recently uncovered a Czecho-
workers; (2) the national democratic trendyon-intervention with Soviet commandersslovak document in the party archives in
represented by the non-communist politias a result, the Soviets did notintervene intlierague which reveals the decisive roles
cians of the 1945-48 coalition period (intountryside before November 4. played by Erno Gero, first secretary of the
cluding Istvan Bib6) who participated in  Scholars researching the events of 1958ungarian Workers Party, and Yuri An-
Nagy's last governmentand who were cOmMyaye thus far been unable to obtain exact dateopov, then Soviet Ambassador in Budap-
mitted to some kind of a reformed socialispn the number of active participants in thest, in encouraging Soviet intervention on
system; (3) the Christian-Conservative trengleyolution. Yet the new evidence allowsOctober 23; their support was especially
based on private ownership of property, legbsearchers to confirm that there were 2,1Gfgnificant in light of Khrushchev’s initial
by Cardinal Josef Mindszenty and followedyorkers’ councils in the country with 28,000reluctance to provide armed support. The
by many insurgents; and (4) an extremgembers, and tens of thousands of localbocument is the minutes of an October 24
right-wing political trend, which was presengeyolutionary committees—far more tharmeeting of the Communist Bloc leaders in
mostly on the streets among the fighters. previously known. Several hundred thouMoscow taken by Jan Svoboda, an aide to
Another area in which significant dis-sand persons participated in the demonstrére Czechoslovak Communist Party leader,
coveries have been made concerns the evefighs during and after the revolution, accordAntonin ~ Novotny; they include
which took place in the countryside outsideyg to the work of M. Janos Rainer (Institute<hrushchev's account of the Polish situa-
of Budapest during the revolution. To compf History, Institute for the History of the tion and, asan unplanned item on the agenda,
pensate for the dearth of research in thiggs6 Hungarian Revolution, Budapest). a discussion of the events in Budapest on the
area, an extensive research project was previous day, including Khrushchev’s tele-
launched last year with the participation of phone conversations with Gero, Defense

archivists from all county archives. Al- Scfgplarsmteredsteg mfurtherlnr:or- Minister Marshal G. Zhukov, and others.
though the projectisinits preliminary stage ,[Pla Icig;é Cﬁn Heing reRsearIC tion Until recently, it was uncertain when A.
a clearer picture of the revolution in thd he Id N u:garlan evoiution Mikoyan and M. Suslov, representatives of
countryside can now be drawn. For e| Smouid contact the Soviet party, came to Budapest; the re-
ample, it recently became known that th] Gyorgy Litvéan, Director search of Tibor Hajdu and V. Muszatov
first demonstration of students took plac H-1014 BUDAPEST (former deputy head, International Depart-
on October 23 in the eastern Hungarian ci Orszaghdz u. 30. 11. 12 ment, CPSU Central Committee) now proves
of Debrecen, several hours before the we Tel./Fax: 361-1564-967 that they arrived on October 24, right after
known demonstration in Budapest. Th the outbreak of the revolution, and left the

project also produced evidence that before  One of the remaining blank spots of theountry on October 31.
the fighting began in Budapest, there wemgistory of the revolution concerns the activ-  The CPSU Central Committee made
already casualties in Debrecen during &g of the rebel groups fighting against thewo important decisions at its meeting on
exchange of fighting in front of the localsoyiet troops and Hungarian armed polic®ctober 30-31: (1) it adopted a declaration
secret police building. force units in Budapest. The research in thisoncerning reformed relations between the
The countryside project has also madgrea, begun just a year ago, requires a defloviet Union and the socialist countries; and
clear that the revolutionary events in thgate approach, since there is much distortid@) it instructed Marshal Zhukov, the Minis-
countryside were much more extensive thgf the memoirs of the fighters and in theer of Defense, to develop a plan for resolv-
previously thought, contrary to the proparecords of the police and court proceeding#ng the Hungarian situation (V. Muszatov).
ganda of the Kadar government, which enpespite the discrepancies, sociological exAs far as the declaration is concerned, Brit-
phasized the relative calm of the countryamination of the records has shown that thish sources strongly support the assertion
side during 1956. While itis true that ther@ighters were notall criminals, as the Kadarighat the declaration was being prepared as
were few casualties and little fighting outhjstorians claimed; rather, those who foughgarly as mid-October, and was only “up-
side of the capital, a revolutionary—albeityere mostly young, unskilled workers, anddated” after the events in Poland and in
peaceful—transformation began to occur ifh some cases, students, soldiers and arrhyingary (Csaba Békés).
mosttowns and villages following the Octoypfficers. It is also clear that the political — Details of the Soviet plan to invade
ber 23 events in Budapest. After locainotivation of the fighters was weakly de-Hungary, “Operation Whirlwind,” have also
demonstrations, most symbols of thgned and stemmed from a unanimous rejedeen uncovered. The plan was launched on
Stalinist regime were removed, the politicajion of the Stalinist regime; similarly, GaborNovember 1 by its commander-in-chief,
and administrative leaders of the localityresalek (Budapest Municipal Archives) hakoniev, when he began the re-deployment
were replaced without substantial resistangfaintained that their decision to take up arnsf the Soviet troops. While only five Soviet
inmost cases, and new revolutionary bodiggas actually due to personal motives.  divisions were stationed in the country dur-
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ing October 23-30, the campaign which bethe connection (or lack thereof) between thgarian authorities by mid-November 1956
gan on November 4 included three armidungarian revolt and the Suez Crisis. Cor(V. Muszatov). The new research leads
corps consisting of at least 60,000 Sovidtadicting earlier assumptions, new sourcexholars to assigh more blame to Hungarian
soldiers and officers. According to Soviebn Suez show that the Hungarian eveids leaders in this area, especially concerning
sources, 669 Soviet soldiers and officensotaffect the timing of the secretly plannedhe fate of revolutionary prime minister Imre
were killed in the fighting, 1,450 wereAnglo-French-Israeli attack on Egypt. Nagy. The decision to bring Nagy to trial
wounded and 51 were declared missing. Similarly, scholars can now better unwas made by the Central Committee of the
The same sources claim that there werderstand the dynamics of the debates ovelungarian Socialist Workers Party at its 21
approximately 4,000 Hungarian victims—aHungary in the United Nations. SurprisDecember 1957 session; the decision shows
number somewhat higher than had bedngly, a significant behind-the-scenes conthat Hungarian leader Janos Kadar and his
estimated by Hungarian scholars (Vflict arose between the United States on ormllaborators wanted to avoid assuming in-
Muszatov). side, and Great Britain and France on thaividual responsibility for decisions involv-
Another clarification due to newly avail- other. The documents pertaining to theng forthcoming trials. A few months later,
able documentation concerns the role of triscussions among the three Western states 14 February 1958, at the next meeting of
Yugoslav leaders in the revolution, whichprove that after the Suez action began, thbe party’s Political Committee, it was noted
was previously unclear. It now appears thdritish and the French—against Americarthat the date set for Imre Nagy’s trial was
the Yugoslavs cooperated with the Sovietwishes—endeavored to divert attention frormconvenient for the Soviets because of a
in eliminating Imre Nagy and his colleaguesheir Middle East campaign by attempting t@cheduled East-West summit meeting. Kadar
from Hungarian political life by offering bring the Hungarian issue to the UN spothen offered two alternatives: either to have
them asylum in the Yugoslav Embassy ifight. Their plan was to transfer the Hungarthe trial take place as scheduled and pass a
Budapest (L&szl6 Varga, Budapest Municiian question from the UN Security Councilight sentence, or to postpone the trial and
pal Archives; Pierre Maurer, Lausanneagenda to that of the General Assemblyass severe sentences as originally planned.
Switzerland). Emergency Session which had convened fthe Central Committee eventually voted, at
Recently opened Polish sources alsdiscussthe Suez Crisis. However, the Amerikadar's suggestion, for the latter option
provide interesting new information. Theycans, attempting to end the fighting in Egyp{,Charles Gati, Union College; Gydrgy
show that the Political Committee of theblocked this plan by delaying the UN resolukitvan, M. Janos Rainer).
Polish United Workers Party condemnedon process concerning Hungary until No-
the use of Soviet troops in Hungary owvember 4 (Csaba Békés). “Note: Rather than provide bibliographical references,
i . L the author has indicated thame of the scholar(s) to
November 1, but modified its position dur- whom particular information should be attributed.
ing subsequent days, presumably becauseldfe Reprisals following the Revolution  scholars interested in more details on sources should
the Hungarian government’s unacceptable consult the forthcoming 1992earboolof the Institute
decision to leave the Warsaw Pact and dec- Scholars have known for years that th{" the History of the 1956 Hungarian Revolution. In
laration of Hungary's neutrality (Janosretaliation following the uprising was mas-a-1dd|t|0n to containing several papers on the aforemen-
tioned topics, therearbookwill include a selected
Tischler, Institute for the History of the 1956sive and brutal, but recent research has Usibliography of publications on 1956 in the last three
Hungarian Revolution, Budapest). covered reliable data. Between 1956 andars. The author thanks M. Janos Rainer and Gy6rgy
Western reaction to the revolution is1959, 35,000 people were summoned fd{tvanfor theiruseful advise and comments on the draft
now understood more clearly because of thkeir activities during the revolution. Of°" s article.
recent declassification of Wgstern docuthose, 26,000 were broughtto trial and 22'00(95aba Békés, Ph.D., is a research fellow and
ments. Among the_ most significant releasesere sentencgd. From 1957 to 1960, 13,000 c4rch coordinator of the Institute for the His-
is a July 1956 policy paper adopted by thpeople were interned. Between Decembggry of the 1956 Hungarian Revolution in Budap-
U.S. National Security Council, inwhich thel956 and the summer of 1961, 350-408stand a lecturer in history at Szeged University.
United States government disavowed angeath sentences were commuted in Humuring the fall of 1992, he is conducting research
political and military intervention in the gary; 280-300 of those sentenced were ejethe United States as a fellow of the Cold War
Soviet satellites. This position was mainecuted because of their involvement in thiaternational History Project.
tained throughout the events in Poland an@volution. The retaliation was mainly aimg—
Hungary in October-November of the samat three major groups: (1) the armed ins|
year (John C. Campbell, Columbia Univergents; (2) the members of the revolutiona
sity). Similarly, newly available documentsand workers’ councils; and (3) the represq #1: Chen Jian, *The Sino-Soviet Alliance and China's
disprove Communist allegations that theatives of the pre-1956 party opposition a Entry into the Korean War.
U.S., Great Britain, France, and NATO weréntellectuals, including many writers (M #2: P.J. Simmons, “Archival Research on the Cold Yar
responsible for instigating the revolutionJanos Rainer). Era: A Report from Budapest, Prague and Warsayv."
On the contrary, the Western powers were The exact role of the Soviets in thf #3: james Richter, “Reexamining Soviet Policy Jo-
caught by surprise with news of the revolt imeprisals is slowly but gradually becomir| wards Germany during the Beria Interregnum.”
Budapest, anq thereaf?er pursue.d a cautiomore qlear. Recently publisheq factual { 44. \iadisiay M. Sulsals, S [l wr
policy of non-intervention to avoid antagoformation shows that the Soviet secur| cold war: The "Small" Committee of Informatioh,
nizing the Soviets. organs operating in Hungary arrested g 1952-53.” Forthcoming
Recent scholarship has also elucidateéthnded over 1,326 individuals to the Hum=

CWIHP Working Papers
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CZECH tic reorientation of policy vis-a-vis Easternbeen the large number of documents that
Continued from page 1 Europe® This auspicious trend gained evemave been published over the last few years
deed, given the sensitivity of the topic, thgreater momentum after free electiong East European and Russian/Soviet news-
closed nature of the Soviet and East Eurtrought non-Communist governments tgapers, journals, and books. The existence
pean societies, and the lack of any procgower all over Eastern Europe in 1989 andf many of these documents was previously
dures in the Eastern bloc for requesting thtee Soviet Communist Party and state disirinknown, and they have been of profound
declassification of documents (even fotegrated in late 1991. Sensitive documentmportance in understanding certain aspects
purely historical purposes), the chances @ind first-hand accounts of the events leadingf the crisis. Other documents, such as the
obtaining secret archival materials abouip to and following the invasion, which oncdetter that Leonid Brezhnev sent to Dubcek
the Prague Spring seemed all but non-exisrould have been wholly off-limits to West-four days before the invasion, have long
tent as recently as five to six years ago. ern (and Eastern) scholars, suddenly weleen known to exist, but their precise con-
Itis true, of course, that even before thavailable in abundance. Although manyents had never been discloSedhe publi-
advent of “glasnost” and the collapse of thdifficulties persist in gaining access to cereation of this latter group of items has helped
Communistbloc, valuable new sources abotdin archival collections (especially in Mos+ound out the historical record. Until the
the events of 1968 were turning up frontow), students of the Prague Spring are at laatchives in Eastern Europe and the former
time to time. For example, a lengthy andble to explore documents that only recentigoviet Union are much better organized and
revealing interview with Josef Smrkovskywere kept under tight guard. catalogued, the publication of documents
one of Alexander Dubcek’s closest aides This two-part article will discuss thewillremainanindispensable source for schol-
throughout the Prague Spring, was pubrature and importance of newly availablars in both East and West.
lished in 1975, one year after Smrkovsky’snaterials pertaining to the crisis of 1968, as In some cases, documents that have
death® Similarly, in 1978 two outstandingwell as the impact that these sources habeen published since the late 1980s might
retrospective accounts—one by Jiri Hajekhad on long-accepted historical interpretastherwise have remained off-limits for sev-
the Czechoslovak foreign minister in 1968tions. The first part will attempt to give someeral years or longer. In Czechoslovakia a
and the other by Zdenek Mlynar, a topdea of the vast scope of new evidencgovernment-sponsored commissionthatwas
adviser to Dubcek during most of the criincluding published and unpublished docuassigned the task of reassessing the country’s
sis—were published in the WéstBoth ments, interviews with key actors, and menfate between 1967 and 1970 has kept tight
books went well beyond existing accountsirs and reminiscences. The second articlepntrol over tens of thousands of important
by former Czechoslovak officials (includ-to be published in the next issue of thedocuments from that period. Fortunately,
ing earlier works by Mlynar and HajekCWIHP Bulletin, will consider how—andto the commission has agreed from time to
themselves) in providing a wealth of firstwhat extent—this new evidence has changéime to release key items (along with its own
hand information about the Soviet Union’she historical record, both in the broad sensaalyses) to newspapers and periodicals.
role in the crisis. and with regard to specific details, anduch was the case, for example, with a
Nevertheless, the occasional appeaenumerate five broader issues that need fugellection of secret letters that Brezhnev
ances of memoirs and interviews with highther exploration once the requisite archivearote to Dubcek between March and August

ranking participants in the Czechoslovakave been opened up. 1968. These letters, along with a brief intro-
crisis could not make up for the total lack of EW SOURCES ductory essay by the commission, were pub-
scholarly access to original documentatioh 2 SOQURCES lished in a military-historical journal in early

in the Soviet Union and East European 5o many documents and other materiak®91, and they have certainly shed new light
countries, although declassified cablespout the Prague Spring and the Soviet-le¥ the crisis?
memoranda, and reports from U.S. goverinyasion have become available since the Otherrecently publisheditems fromthe
ment agencies and document repositorigge 1980s that it would be impossible t¢ommission’s holdings include transcripts
were useful in filling certain gaps. compile an exhaustive list. The discussioff multilateral Soviet-East European con-
As with so many other things, howeverpere is intended merely to point out some derences (most of which were obtained from
opportunities for research on the 196¢he most important and intriguing newthe Polish archives), transcripts of bilateral
Czechoslovak crisis were fundamentally angoyrces, grouped under five broad headingg@0Viet-Czechoslovak negotiations and
permanently altered by the liberalizatiory1) published documents and reports; (Jommuniques, secret military directives,
and collapse of Communism under Mikhai|npublished documents (in archives); (3jecords from the Presidium of the Czecho-
Gorbachev. Not only did a flood of newpyplished interviews with key participants inslovak Communist Party, reports prepared
materials become available in the age @he crisis; (4) unpublished interviews; an@oon after the invasion by the Czechoslovak
glasnost, but the whole question of the Prgs) memoirs and other first-hand accountsMinistry ofinternal affairs, and the full Czech
gue Spring and the Soviet invasion eventu- text of the so-called Moscow Protocél©f
ally became an integral part of Gorbachev’s-_Published Documents particular interest are two letters that were
reform program. Although several years Because of continued problems Witr%:Iandestinely passed to the top Soviet au-
had to pass before the Soviet leader W8S hives in Russia and most of the Eaélgoritiesin August 1968 by a senior group of
willing to condemn the invasion in public, ropean countries (as discussed beloV\;s)mti—reformist Czechoslovak officials led by
the Soviet reassessment of the events &E asil Bilak; both letters (copies of which

: e of the most valuable sources of ne ) _
1968 came to symbolize Gorbachev’'s dra%'vidence about the Czechoslovak crisis hare finally turned over to the commission
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by the Russian government in July 1992YPA collection is necessarily incompletea collection as complete and comprehensive
urged the Soviet Union to intervene with(in part because new materials are beirag this series (in most cases, no issues at all
military force as soon as possible to forestatkleased all the time), the publisher has o&re missing from the vast number of publica-
“theimminentthreat of counterrevolutiot?.” fered to update the series with perioditions included), and scholars are free to
(The full text of the first letter is reprinted onsupplements. Moreover, UPA has compiledhoose the titles they wish to consult. The
page 35.) Now that the commission haan extremely useful printed index that giveprice of the full set (approximately $6,200 in
largely completed its work, several memdetailed information about every documentl992) puts it far beyond the reach of indi-
bers have spoken hopefully about pressirmpmplete with a handy subject index. Anvidual scholars, but it is not so exorbitant
ahead with a more ambitious publicatiorother relevant microfilm series put out bythat it will deter purchases by major univer-
project, which will encompass thousands dPA—a multi-reel collection of declassi-sity libraries. IDC and Obrman should be
previously unavailable documents and refied research reports on the Soviet Unionommended for having put together such a
ports. This project, if it proves feasible, willprepared by the Central Intelligence Agencyaluable research project.
keep scholars busy for many years to combetween 1946 and 1976—also includes f‘ Unpublished Documents

The publication of documents in theprinted guide. Although most of the clas—=npublished Document
Soviet Union and Russia also has been eseports do not bear directly on the Czecho-  |n the former Communist countries, the
ceptionally valuable, not least because trdovak crisis, some agency assessments ffaijlability of unpublished documents about
archival situation in Moscow is still so un-the invasion (and the events leading up to ithe Czechoslovak crisis varies markedly.
certain. Had these materials not been olre included. As with the National Securityynfortunately, inRussia which is obvi-
tained by the press, there is no telling whekiles collection, this series cannot be allpysly the site of the most valuable items
scholars might have gained access to theimclusive, but the large amount of material igpout the Soviet Union’s role, the new archi-
Although the number of documents pubdoes cover provides an excellent comples| centers have barely begun to operate, and
lished in Soviet/Russian newspapers antent to on-site work in American archivesg |arge number of key documents are known
periodicals is minuscule compared to the  One final collection of materials aboutis have been destroyed both before and
large quantity appearing in Czechoslovakithe Czechoslovak crisis that deserves spgspecially after the August 1991 coup at-
and other East European countries, the putial mention is the microfiche project entempt4 Moreover, it is unclear whether the
lication of even a few key items is a refreshtitled “Prague Spring '68,” which was re-three most important document reposito-
ing contrast to the past. Among documentsently put out by a Dutch publisher, thgjes—the Presidential (or Kremlin) archive,
that have appeared in Moscow over the lastter-Documentation Company, and itghe KGB archives, and the central military
few years (either with or without theNorth American representative, Normaryrchives of the Ministry of Defense—uwill
government's consent) are transcripts dRoss Publishing. The project, edited by Jagyer be opened for detailed research on post-
multilateral conferences, records of bilateraDbrman of Radio Free Europe, is an extraot:945 events. Thus far, access to the Kremlin
consultations between Brezhnev and his Eadinarily useful compilation of some 50and military archives has been routinely
European counterparts during the crisis, d&zechoslovak newspapers and periodicagenied, and only a few postwar files from the
liberations of top CPSU officials, and apfrom the period 1967-1969. It includes alkGR archives have been made available on
peals from the Czechoslovak anti-reformisthe major Czech and Slovak dailies (e.gq highly selective bast§. No files at all
faction for “fraternal assistance” from theRude pravp Pravda (Bratislava),Lidova pertaining to the Czechoslovak crisis have
Soviet Union® Most of these materials demokracie Mlada fronta Hospodarske peen released from any of the three archives.
(including all the transcripts of multilateralnoviny Vecerni PrahaZemedelske noviny |ndividual scholars who have tried to use the
meetings) had already been published abrodeace), the most daring of the literary andegreign Ministry archives for research on
but at least a few appeared for the first timeultural outlets (e.gLiterarnilisty, Flmovy the 1968 invasion have not fared better.
in the Russian/Soviet press. Because it mayehled, plus a large number of specializeyjthough the Foreign Ministry presented a
take years or even decades before the mastd regional publications and the full trantimited collection of relevant documents to
important archives in Moscow are genuscript from the 4th Congress of the Czech@he Czechoslovak government in late 1991,
inely accessible, the publication of newlyslovak Writers” Union in 1967. Of particu- 3| the items were designated for official use
released documents about the Prague Spriag value are the two military publicatioAs  only and were in no way intended as a signal
is likely to remain a key source of evidenc&evueand Obrana lidu (though it would of 3 less restrictive policy for scholafs.
for scholars. have been desirable to include one or two pespite these persistent obstacles, there

In addition to the publication of once-other military newspapers and journals, ess at least some basis for hoping that genuine
secret materials from the Soviet and EagieciallyLidova armadawhich was the first gccess to one or more of the archives will
European archives, declassified U.S. docipublication in 1968 to carry the full text ofeventually be granted. The Russian govern-
ments pertaining to the Czechoslovak crisithe “Gottwald Memorandum?). ment already has agreed, in principle, to
have recently been disseminated on micro- The “Prague Spring '68” microfiche gpen all (or most) of the files pertaining to
film. The University Publications of America series will be welcomed by all those whqhe Czechoslovak crisis that are now located
(UPA) has microfilmed the relevant countryhave had the frustrating experience of trying, the archives of the former Central Com-
files for 1963-1969 from the National Secuto locate back issues of Czech and SlovaKittee of the Soviet Communist Party
rity Files atthe Lyndon Johnson Presidentialewspapers and periodicals. Even the largepsu). Those files, and others previously
Library in Austin, Texas. Although theest of research libraries are unlikely to haveigred at the former Institute for Marxism-
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Leninism, were recently consolidated in theor Vojtech Mencl, was given broad jurisdicimary research on the 1968 crisis have been
huge “Center for Storage of Contemporartion over all relevant documents from thathe Central Modern Records Archive
Documentation” Tsentr khraneniya period, including large quantities of previ-(Archiwum Akt Nowychor AAN), which
sovremennoi dokumentatir TsKhSD) at ously classified materials obtained from areontains documents from the Polish United
Staraya Ploshchad, the former headquarterkives in Hungary, Poland, the former EastVorkers’ Party (PZPR), and the Ministry of
of the CPSU Central Committee. Becaus€ermany, and Bulgarid. Althoughthe docu- Foreign Affairs Archive, which (for some
virtually all of the relevant files at TsKhSDments were supposed to become freely avaikason that is not entirely clear) has a sub-
are still classified and the procedures faable to other researchers once the commistantial number of items in addition to those
declassification have yet to be worked ousion had issued its final report, the work hagroduced by or belonging to the ministry. At
it remains to be seen whether (and wheipyogressed slowly and some members of thmth institutions, access to documents about
materials about the Prague Spring will bpanel have been reluctant to divulge any @ event as recent as the invasion of Czecho-
released. Butif Russian officials do followtheir materials prematurely. To its credit, thslovakia usually would be denied, or at least
through on their pledge, it will be an encoureommission has published many crucialdocwvould be extremely limited. But fortu-
aging sign that other collections may sooments (or reports based on those documentstely, efforts by the Mencl commission to
be opened as well. and has occasionally permitted a few outsidabtain documents from the Polish archives
In addition to the main document censcholars to pore through some of its vastave induced some of the AAN’s officials to
ters in Moscow, the new state archive igollection!® For the most part, however, theease restrictions for other researchers as
Ukraine includes at least a few valuabldimited availability of the commission’s hold- well. It is also true, of course, that having a
materials relating to the 1968 Czechoslovakgs has been a hindrance to research on thell-placed friend in the Foreign Ministry
crisis. The chief Ukrainian document rePrague Spring. Fortunately, that situatiooan be immensely helpful in prompting the
pository, known officially as the “Central will (one hopes) soon change as the commiaschivists to look more favorably upon spe-
State Archive of Ukraine’s Public Unions,”sion winds up its work and releases all recific requests. In any case, even if the effort
is now responsible for all files formerly inmaining documents for public use. Some dhitially proves frustrating, researchers would
the Central Committee archives of the UkraiMencl's colleagues, as noted above, hawo well to be persistent at both Polish ar-
nian Communist Party. The new archiveven developed ambitious plans—perhapshives, for they can find here transcripts or
also contains documents from regional partyverly ambitious plans—to publish a multi-detailed summaries of multilateral confer-
committees. The problem, however, is thatolume, 5,000-page compilation of the mostnces, as well as many documents attesting
the Ukrainian archive is at an even morenportant materials in Czech and Slovak, a® Wladyslaw Gomulka's vehement opposi-
rudimentary stage of organization than therell as a compact (single-volume) edition irtion to the Prague Spring and his role in
Russian archives. Files documenting thEnglish translation. Even if this project turnencouraging the invasion.
internal deliberations of the Ukrainian Comeut to be financially impractical, the docu-  InGermany the central archives for the
munist Party’s top organs in 1968 mightments and reports that the commission h&ocialist Unity Party (SED) will be an in-
shed light on the fears that Ukrainian leadsut together will be an invaluable source fovaluable source for research about intra-
ers had about a possible reformist “contall those studying the crisis of 1968. Pact politics and especially about Walter
gion” from the Prague Spring; but these Inaddition to the documents held by théJlbricht's early and outspoken support for
files have not yet been properly cataloguelllencl commission, other archivesin Czechahe invasion; more work in cataloguing the
or stored. Moreover, there is no telling wheslovakia are—or will be—of considerablematerials is needed, however. Extremely
(or whether) they will be made availablevalue for research on the Prague Spfthiqp  useful sources pertaining to the military di-
eveniftheyareall eventually organized andparticular, the Central State Archivetétni mension of the crisis can be found in two
catalogued. Ukrainian officials have alreadystredni archiy, which contains the vastdefense ministry archivesthatreceived thou-
indicated that they will not release “secrelbulk of materials once belonging to thesands of documents left from the East Ger-
materials concerning defenseissues,” whidbzechoslovak Communist Party (KSC), andhan National People’s Army (NVA) fol-
presumably would include anything conthe Ministry of Foreign Affairs Archive have lowing German reunification in October
nected with military preparations before théoth yielded documents relevant to the intet990: the Office for Information Sources of
invasion!” Files revealing the hostility of nal and external dimensions of the crisigshe BundeswehAmtfuer Nachrichtenwesen
Ukrainian party officials to the Czechoslo-Access to these materials is often extremetjer Bundeswehyrand the Documents Divi-
vak reforms should be available earlier, budifficult to obtain because of rigid time limi- sion of the Seventh Regional Administra-
for now there is no telling when. tations (30- and 50-year rules, etc.), the chéion of the Armed Forces Der
Outside Russia and Ukraine, many amtic state of the KSC'sfiles, inadequate funddokumentation der Wehrbereich-
chives that contain key documents aboutthieg and a dearth of trained archivists, andverwaltung VIl. Materials at these ar-
events of 1968 have been made availabletestrictions placed on items dealing witkchives are far more accessible than are mili-
scholars, but numerous problems have arisbving persons. Nevertheless, persistence-+tary documents in the other East European
in obtaining specific materials: and, even better, personal connections-eountries, and for this reason alone they
In Czechoslovakiaitself, a commis- should eventually permit scholars to locatevould be worth consulting. Although some
sionwas set up by the federal government documents at these archives that have not ydtthe most sensitive items were destroyed
1990 to assess the events between 1967 deen released elsewhere. before reunification, and although many of
1970. The commission, headed by Profes- In Poland the most useful sites for pri- the documents do not bear directly (or at all)
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on the events of 1968, the archives are stdbout the Soviet Union’s role—that necessisures about the Czechoslovak crisis, and it
useful in conveying a sense of the Warsatate changes in the traditional understandingas followed in short order by numerous
Pact’s status during the Prague Spring. of what happened. This was the case, father interviews with former KSC officials
Until recently, theUnited Stateswas example, with recently declassified intelli-who played key roles during the Prague
by far the most valuable source of newgence reports about the Soviet-Romania®pring. Dubcek himself soon consented to
archival materials about the Czechoslovagtandoff that occurred just after the invasiomany additional interviews with foreign
crisis. Although the document collection®f Czechoslovakia, as will be discussed atewspapers, including a detailed follow-up
that are becoming available in the ex-Comgreater length in part two of this article. conversation withL'Unita in September
munist world will be of much greater impor- In addition to the LBJ Library, other 1988; and he also agreed to a lengthy, two-
tance in the long run, newly declassified).S. archival centers such as the Modenpart interview with Hungarian state televi-
items from U.S. government agencies anllilitary Branch of the National Archives sion in the spring of 1989, which was tran-
repositories are still enormously beneficialespecially the Joint Chiefs of Staff files)scribed and widely disseminat&dlhe will-
to scholars studying the events of 1968. Qfontain important new documents about thiegness of the Hungarian government to
particular value has been the vast collectioBzechoslovak crisis. However, many obroadcastthe interview provoked angry com-
of files at the Lyndon Baines Johnson Presthese items (or copies of them) can be fourplaints from the Communist authorities in
dential Library. The chief archivist at thein Austin as well. A more important supplePrague; but by then it was too I&te.
library, David Humphrey, is extremelyment to the LBJ Library holdings are docu-  Indeed, as early as the summer of 1988
knowledgeable and has been unusually helpents released under the Freedom of Infointerviews with some of the participants on
ful to visiting scholars. The main drawbackmation Act (FOIA). Karen Dawisha ob-the Soviet side had begun appearing in the
with the library is the lengthy time requiredtained numerous reports and cables und8pviet press, even though Gorbachev had
for declassification requests to be processdide FOIA from the State Department, CIAnot yet officially condemned the invasion.
and approved (or rejected). Attimes, severahd NSC when she was writing her book iln August 1988, on the twentieth anniver-
years will go by before a request is grantedhe early 1980s. The willingness of thessary of the invasion, the weekioscow
To make matters worse, a large group @fgencies, and of others such as the Deferndewspublished a roundtable discussion that
files, especially those containing sensitiv®epartment, to grant requests for documenitscluded two officials who in 1968 had been
intelligence reports, is unlikely to be re-aboutthe crisis has increased since then, kaiationed in Prague as journalists affiliated
leased at all. Moreover, even when mandaignificant problems remain with delays inwith the International Department (ID) of
tory review requests are approved, som@ocessing requests and with deletions matlee CPSU Central Committée. Although
documents are so heavily sanitized that theéwy certain reports, especially those from ththe published transcript omitted the partici-
turn out to be almost worthless. intelligence communit$: Even so, the value pants’ harshest criticisms of the Soviet inva-
Nevertheless, despite these nettlesonod some of the newly-released documents gon (after the editors encountered pressure
problems, the LBJ Library remains an indisgreat enough that it is worth spending thkom above), the comments that appeared
pensable source for research on the Pragtime to investigate and file careful requestsvere enough to reveal the mood of disen-
Spring. Over the last five years alone, thalso, the National Security Archive, a re-chantment and shock that many officials in
library has declassified thousands of pagesarch institute based in Washington, D.Cthe ID had felt upon learning of the entry of
of State Department cables, National Seciras begun a project to assemble declassifi8dviet troops into CzechoslovakfaMore
rity Council (NSC) papers, Central Intelli-U.S. documents on the crisis in a collectioimportant still was a set of three interviews

gence Agency (CIA) reports, transcripts ofo be made available to scholars. that appeared the following year in the daily
briefings and Presidential meetings, mili- published Intervi Izvestiy&?” These included conversations
tary analyses, and other items pertaining t%ws with the late Kirill Mazurov, a full member

the crisis in Czechoslovakia. Although much One of the earliest and most |ntr|gu|ng)f the Soviet Politburo in 1968, and Ivan
of what is in these documents merely sulyew sources about the crisis of 1968 was tieaviovskii, the Soviet general who was the
stantiates what has already been known froggries of interviews with key participantssupreme commander of the invasion. Both
other sources, the corroboration of existinghat began appearing in the latter half of th&en, especially Pavlovskii, spoke candidly
knowledge is itself worthwhile. Moreover,1980s. Perhaps the most noteworthy egbout their roles during the crisis and re-
the library’s collections are an unrivaledample, which was also among the earliestealed many new details. Soviet newspa-
source for scholars studying the West's rgyas the interview that the Italian CommuPers and periodicals also began featuring
sponse to the crisis and invasion: Many qfijst newspapek’Unita published in Janu- lengthy interviews with former senior offi-
the documents shed new light on such magry 1988 with Alexander Dubcek. Until thatcials on the Czechoslovak side, including
ters as the Johnson administration’s percegme, Dubcek had refrained from grantingZdenek Mlynar, Oldrich Cernik, Zdenek
tions of the Prague Spring, the concerns thgjterviews or offering anything more thanHejzlar, Jiri Hajek, Cestmir Cisar, and Jiri
U.S. officials had about Soviet m|l|tary in-Cursory remarkstoWesternjournanstS (asidaenkan. The publication of these interviews
tervention, and the ineffectual steps thejtom a letter he sent to several newspapers¥@s important because all such items were
took to try to forestall an invasion. Finally.the fall of 1985 rebutting comments madéorbiddento appear in Czechoslovakia itself
on occasion, materials from the LBJ Librangaylier that year by Vasil Bilak in an inter-until after the “velvet revolution” of Novem-
have contained surprising revelations—eijew with Der Spiegal?2 TheL'Unitainter- ber 1989.

ther about the events in Czechoslovakia Qfiew marked a new stage in public disclo- ~Oncethe Communistregimein Czecho-
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slovakia had collapsed, any remaining inhinvasion in 1968 only because the Sovieppeared had the anniversary of the inva-
bitions that Soviet and East European joutdnion had threatened to impose economigion, on August 21, not been preempted in
nalists may have felt about interviewingsanctions against Bulgaria if it did not takel991 by the coup in Moscow). Interviews
senior participants in the 1968 crisis evapgart® Fortunately, most of the senior offi-with Dubcek, Hajek, Mlynar, and others
rated. Interviews with Dubcek began apeials from 1968 who went on record over theontinued to be published regularly (though
pearing as frequently as the ex-Ke@der last few years, including former members othey often focused on current events rather
could grant thenr® These were accompa-the CPSU Politburo such as Mazurov anthan on 19683} By now, so many of the key
nied by a deluge of other interviews andleksandr Shelepin, were not as disingenwactors in the crisis have gone on record
round-table conversations with former offi-ous as Shelest and Zhivkov were. Moreovefpften more than once) that it would be
cials, especially in the last few months ofhe number of interviews published in latedifficult for scholars to glean much more in

1989 and the first several months the future from published inter-
of 1990, when items about the views alone. Only if additional
Prague Spring and the invasio interviews are combined with
were appearing on an almos the release of supporting docu-
daily basis in some Czech anq mentation will the historical
Slovak newspapers, and only record continue to advance as
slightly less frequently in So- rapidly as it did between 1988
viet publications® In the pro- and 1992.
cess, many valuable new detailg Western analysts will
and broader insights emerged clearly profitifthey pore through
Of particular interest were the hundreds of interviews that
lengthy posthumously published have appeared, but some strong
interviews focusing on the words of caution are in order.
Czechoslovak crisis with the Human memories, especially
former Hungarian leader, Jano those of elderly retired officials,
Kadar, which appeared in both are fallible. The participants in
Hungary and the USSR.Also events of 20-25 years ago will
intriguing were revelations from recall those events selectively,
published interviews with and all but a few will exaggerate
former high-ranking KGB of- or putthe best gloss on their own
ficers such as Oleg Kalugin and roles. Much of what happened
Oleg Gordievski#! they will not remember at all.
On a less positive note, These unavoidable shortcom-
however, some of those inter; ings of oral history can be com-
viewed, especially the former pensated for—at least in part—
Bulgarian leader, Todor if adequate documentary evi-
Zhivkov, and the former Ukrai- dence is availabl&. By com-

nian Communist party first sec- Documentation on the 1968 Sovietinvasion of Czechoslovakia and the crushing ftthmg the.olral re(_:ollectlons (_)f
retary, Pyotr Shelest (WhO Waq Prague Spring is now fast emerging from formerly closed Communist archives. Above, strfé)rmer officials with declassi-
also a full member of the CPSUJ once-secret protocol of meetings between the Soviet and Czechoslovak leaderships peldjed archival materials, scholars
Politb in 1968 ith Moscow days after the invasion. The two delegations, headed, respectively, by Lponid heck d . h
olitburo in )’ either were Brezhnev and Alexander Dubcek, ratified a reality imposed by Warsaw Pact troopg anf@n Cross-check an Ve”fy the
prevaricating or were very con-| tanks—Czechoslovakia's continuing obseisance to socialism and to the Soviet Union} Thgccuracy of claims made in spe-
: : ; document was provided by the Czechoslovak Government Commission to Analyze thq Yearts: . : ; _
fused, In their I’eCO”?CtIOI’lS of 1967-1970 to the Washington, D.C.-based National Security Archive, which plang to&FFIC Il"lterVIE\.NS. The whole pro
the crisis. In Shelest’s case, fof publish a book of documents on the invasion edited by the Czechoslovak commissiof. TB€SS iS contingent, however, on
example, all evidence suggestp Archive supplied a copy to CWIHP. the availability of extensive sup-
thathe was one of the Politburo’s porting documentation. Only if
earliest and most ardent supporters of tH989 and 1990 was so great that scholavgestern (and Eastern) scholars can obtain
invasion, yet in an interview with the Mos-were able to cross-check specific claims anfdll access to Soviet/Russian archives on the
cow daily Komsomolskaya pravdia late sift out what was patently untrue. Czechoslovak crisis will the large body of
1989 he claimed he had opposed the use of By 1991 and the first half of 1992, asnterviews be as valuable as they potentially
force in 1968 and had always believed thatterest in the crisis (and other historicatould be. Until such access is granted, these
“the whole matter could have been resolvedhatters) began to fade in Eastern Europe andal histories must be approached with cau-
peacefully, by political mean$?” Simi- the USSR, the number of interviews pertainion and healthy skepticism.
larly, when Zhivkov was interviewed bying to the Czechoslovak crisis declined subA: Unoublished Intervi
Western journalists in late 1990, he asstantially. Even then, however, lengthy dis=- DRUDTSACE INCIVIEWS
serted—again;t all evidence—that h_e had.lssit_)ns abc_)ut the invasion still appeared Opportunities for scholars to interview
gone along with the “totally unjustified” from time to time (and even more might havésrmer Soviet and East European leaders
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who played key roles in the Czechoslovakommand. Ilvan Pavlovskii, the formercom-  Interviews with former East European
crisis, as well as with lower-ranking partici-mander-in-chief of Soviet Ground Forcespolitical officials also have been valuable in
pants, increased exponentially from the midstill firmly supported the decision to inter-clarifying certain aspects of the 1968 crisis.
1980s on. As recently as 1986-87, it wagene when he was interviewed in Moscow itn the pre-Gorbachev era, only a limited
virtually impossible to find a Soviet official September 1998.But he was willing to talk number of senior Czechoslovak, East Ger-
who would talk candidly about the Praguén general terms about both the military andchan, Polish, and Hungarian participants were
Spring or Moscow's role in the crisis. Thethe political aspects of his role as supremavailable for discussions with Western ana-
invasion was still invariably depicted as &ommander. Ivan Ershov, the deputy ttysts. Some Western scholars, including
necessary step to thwart the machinations Bavlovskii in August 1968, later came tdaren Dawisha, H. Gordon Skilling, and Jiri
“internal counterrevolutionaries and exterbelieve that the invasion was a mistake, andalenta, were able to make good use of
nal reactionary forces.” Some senior offihe elaborated on the reasons for his changeerviews with Mlynar, Pelikan, Edward
cials, such as Gromyko and Marshal Sergef heartin aninterview in Providence, Rhod&oldstucker (a leading reformer in the writ-
Akhromeev (of the Soviet General Staff)Jsland in late 1989. Ershov’s views wereers’ union in 1968), Ota Sik (a deputy prime
continued to speak in those terms until theecisively influenced by the problems hisninister), and a few other former Czecho-
day they died. As late as June 1991 thaaughter encountered when seeking to ensifovak officials; and Dawisha also spoke
Soviet defense minister, Marshal Dmitriigrate with her husband in the 1970s (awith Artur Starewicz, a PZPR secretary in
Yazov (who was arrested two months lateaction that Ershov himselfinitially opposed),1968 who took part in the Bratislava confer-
for his part in the failed coup attempt)and it was illuminating to discover how thisence. Other prominentfigures such as Hajek
staunchly defended Soviet actions in Augustcident prompted him to reassess the wisind Jiri Dientsbier also were occasionally
1968 and claimed that no “invasion” hadlom of the invasio® Also, Ershov was able to grant interviews with Western schol-
taken placé® Other officials, however, in- willing (as Pavlovskii was) to discuss inars. Nevertheless, the large majority of top
cluding some who were members of théroad terms the tasks that high-ranking mili€zechoslovak officials from 1968, such as
CPSU Politburo in 1968, have offered mor¢ary officers had to carry out in preparing foDubcek, Cernik, Cisar, Smrkovsky, Bohumil
critical appraisals of the Soviet response. the invasion. Simon, and Frantisek Kriegel, were never
Among the Soviet participants in the  In Eastern Europe, too, some of théor almost never) available for extended
crisis who consented to interviews over thenost intriguing interviews have been withinterviews. Much the same was true of
last few years, either by phone or in persosgnior military personnel who took part informer authorities in other East European
are Mazurov, Shelest, Gennadii Voronov (¢he invasion, such as General Bela Gyuriczapuntries. Not until the late 1980s did this
member of the Politburo in 1968), the latevho later was appointed commander of theituation finally change, and by then, unfor-
Viktor Grishin (a candidate member of thé=ifth Army in Hungary, and Generaltunately, several leading figures (e.g.,
Politburo), Dinmukhamed Kunaev (a candiKrzysztos Owczarek, who later served oSmrkovsky and Kriegel) were already long
date member of the Politburo), and Borishe Polish General Staff. They were able tdead. Despite that problem, the opportunity
Ponomarev (a candidate member of the Pprovide first-hand information about prepato speak with formerleaders such as Dubcek,
litburo and head of the CPSU Internationalations undertaken before the invasion (e.gGernik, Cisar, and Simon has obviously pro-
Department). Some, but not all, of the intertrial runs during maneuvers, the use of dedded Western analysts with an invaluable
views were highly informative, and only aception, the stockpiling of supplies and amsource of new evidence. Interviews with
few of the ex-officials deliberately tried tomunition, the diversion of Czechoslovaknumerous ex-officials in Poland, Hungary,
mislead their Western interlocutor. Belowtroops) and about the way the operation wasermany, Romania, and Bulgaria also have
the highest political levels, countless otheactually carried out (e.g., how and whemproduced important disclosures about their
ex-officials have been willing to be inter-their units entered Czechoslovakia, whatountries’ roles in the crisi$. The number
viewed about their experiences during theorts of missions they were assigned, thaf former officials in Eastern Europe who
crisis. These include senior figures such aommand structure used for Soviet and Eaate worth interviewing (and who are still
Anatolii Dobrynin (the Soviet ambassadoEuropean forces, and the schedules for rotalive) is so large that weeks or months would
to the United States in 1968), Konstantiion and replacement of troop$)They also be needed to cover them all, but the insights
Katushev (the CPSU Secretary responsibigere able to shed light on the broader milithat can be gained in the process are valuable
for intra-bloc relations), Vadim Zagladintary implications of the invasion, especiallyenough to make the effort worthwhile.
(deputy head of the CPSU Internationalegarding the confusion and disaffectionthat  Still, the words of caution that apply to
Department), Georgii Korniyenko (an assiseropped up among Hungarian and Polispublished interviews, as noted above, apply
tant to Gromyko), and Stepan Chervonenkimoops, who had been told they were going tequally to unpublished interviews. In all
(the Soviet ambassador to Czechoslovakiadefend an ally against American “imperial-cases, even when the subjects are doing their
as well as lower-ranking individuals such agsts” and West German “revanchist8.Al-  bestto recall events faithfully, Western schol-
Evgenii Ambartsumov, Aleksandr Bovin,though the invasion did not impose strenuars must treat their statements with extreme
Evgenii Primakov, Oleg Bogomolov, andous demands on the East European armiesution. If the recollections of former offi-
Vladimir Lukin. (none of whom had to take part in actuadials can be corroborated by documentary
Other useful insights have come fronfighting), it hardly inspired great confidenceevidence, that will certainly help matters.
the two Soviet generals who directed thabout their future role in intra-bloc policing,But even if the archives were fully open
whole invasion on behalf of the Soviet Highespecially if actual combat were required.(which they obviously are not), direct cor-
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roboration is not always possible. intelligence agents, Gordievskii's senior statant documents pertaining to events in late
tus and first-hand knowledge of the KGB’sAugust and September 1968: the transcript
espionage techniques and foreign operation$ a radio program in September 1968 fea-
lend anew dimension to Western research daring analyses of the Moscow Protocols by
Since the late 1980s a plethora of ne#i€ crisis. Another specialized memoir (fronMlynarand two other prominent Czechoslo-
memoirs and first-hand accounts of th&he pre-Gorbachev era) that contains fresrak officials; and a transcript of negotiations
Czechoslovak crisis have appeared in botAsights is by the late Petro Grigorenko, aetween Smrkovsky and Vasilii Kuznetsov,
Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Unioformer Soviet army general who became the Soviet deputy foreign minister who
as well as in the West. Not surprisingly, théelebrated dissidefi. His book, published helped iron out the Moscow Protocol. The
quality of these publications varies widelyin 1982, is valuable not only in conveying thesecond essay $rpen 196y Venek Silhan,
Some of the memoirs by former Sovietmpact that the Prague Spring had on the senior official in Prague who took part in
officials provide little more than canneddissident community in the Soviet Unionthe Extraordinary 14th KSC Congress at
apologies for Soviet military intervention inbut alsoin providing a thoughtful assessmeysocany, cogently describes events in the
1968. This was the approach taken by t¥ the feasibility of defending Czechoslovafirst ten days after the invasion, focusing on
long-time Soviet foreign minister, Andreikiaagainstaninvasionin 1968. Onthis lattehe role of the congres$.The book'’s third
Gromyko, who neglected even to mentioR0int, Grigorenko recounts the military ad-chapter is by Bohumil Simon, a candidate
the invasion in the two-volume (893-pageYice he offered at the time in a letter tanember of the KSC Presidium in 1968 who
Russian edition of his memoirs, publishedPubcek, which was transmitted through thevas among the most influential proponents
in 1988% At the urging of his Western Czechoslovak embassy in Moscow. of reform. He discusses the post-invasion
publisher, Gromyko included a few brief ~ In Czechoslovakia itself, the post-Com+alks in Moscow, based on his experiences
paragraphs about the Czechoslovak crisisfRunist era has brought with it a trove ofis one of the Czechoslovak negotiatérs.
the English version of his memoirs, butheémoirs by ex-officials on both sides of theAlthough these talks had already been de-
these paragraphs were merely a turgid ag@nflict in 1968. Those who supported thecribed at great length by Mlynar (who was
cliche-ridden justification of the SovietPrague Spring had been forced to write oniglso one of the negotiators) in Niachtfrost
Union’s actions® Anyone hoping for new for samizdat or for foreign publication be-Simon’s narrative is a valuable supplement
insights about the crisis will miss nothing byore 1989, so they have been making up fdo this account. Moreover, even though
skipping Gromyko’s book. lost time now in documenting their experitranscripts from some of the Moscow nego-
Fortunately, most other recent account@hces. Although Dubcek had not yet contiations have now been declassified and pub-
by former Soviet officials are of greateiPleted his memoirs as of mid-1992, he proniished, Simon’s chapter adds to them by
value. Of particular interest is a brief articldsed that the finished work would resolve @overing certain matters that necessarily lie
by Valerii Musatov, a former CPSU Centranumber of still- unanswered questions. Mostutside the formal record.
Committee staffer, which appeared in th€f the other surviving reformist leaders, in- ~ On the anti-reformist side, many new
weekly Novoe vremy4 Musatov com- cluding Simon, Cernik, and Cisar, have alassessments of the crisis also have appeared,
mented on the internal deliberations antgady written new first-hand accounts of theven though most of the senior KSC offi-
political wrangling in Moscow (as best hecfisis which not only contain their broadcials who were arrayed against Dubcek in
could discern them via his limited access ttgflections on the invasion, but also reve&l968 have died in recent years. Some of the
top bodies), and discussed the role that Ed¥gVviously unknown detaif§. In both re- latest memoirs touch only briefly on the
European governments played in the leagPects, these memoirs are a major contribBrague Spring and dismiss Dubcek as merely
up to the invasion. His account not onlyion to the historical record. In addition, the‘a tragic figure . . . in whose hands every-
provides a useful context for understandingieémoirs have enabled the former leaders thing turned out wrong®* Other memoirs
the decision to intervene, but also includeassess, more extensively and candidly thame far more substantive and detailed, how-
some fascinating new details. A lengthiethey hadinthe past, whatwentwrongin 1968ver. Without question, the most intriguing
treatment of the crisis that has also provetd what, if anything, might have been donand provocative account—tendentious and
extremely worthwhile is in a recent boolgo pl’event the invasion. Se|f—SerVing though it may be—is the two-
co-authored by Oleg Gordievskii, a former ~ Of allthe recent accounts of the crisis byolume memoir by Vasil Bilak, the leader of
high-ranking KGB official who served in former Czechoslovak officials, perhaps théhe KSC's anti-reformist clique in 1968.
Europe’s Gordievskii focuses on the KGB’sMostilluminating is a volume of three essayBilak’s hostility to the Prague Spring has not
role in the crisis, revealing, among othePublished in 1990 under the titBrpen 1968 diminished with age. He spends most of the
things, how intelligence was channeled t§August 1968). The firstofthe three chaptersvo volumes casting aspersions on the re-
the top Soviet political authorities, how thds by two prominent radio correspondents iformers and justifying his own stance before
KGB maintained surveillance of senior KSGL968, Jiri Dientsbier and Karel Lansky, bottand after the invasion. Of particular interest
officials via wiretaps, SIGINT (signals in- ©f whom had close contact with top KSC anéfom a historical standpoint are his versions
telligence), and human agents, and ho@overnment officials. Their essay analyzesf the bilateral Soviet-Czechoslovak nego-
special paramilitary forces assisted the Sgvents both before and after the invasiotiations at Cierna-nad-Tisou and of the mul-
viet Army (rather ineptly) during the inva-While weaving in the unique insights theytilateral session at Bratislava two days later.
sion. Although some of these topics haglleaned from working in the media.Ac-  (He acknowledges, among other things, that
been discussed in the past by other formg€Pmpanying their narrative are two imporhe secretly passed on a letter to Brezhnev

5. Memoirs and Other First-Hand
Accounts
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during the Bratislava meeting.) If nothingwas one of the few who could meet thosall, are more fully and accurately discussed
else, the memoir provides unique insightsriteria, and he ended up playing a key rol& memoirs than they are—or can be—in
into the mindset of the anti-reformist forcesin the military preparations for the invasionarchival records. (This is true not only of
and helps explain why Dubcek’s opponentsithough his book does not cover his expesrders and directives that are transmitted
were so eager to receive “fraternal” assigiences in 1968 in great detail, Jaruzelskirally rather than on paper, but also of sen-
tance from the Soviet Union. does provide some useful observations abggitive military and intelligence-related ma-
Elsewhere in Eastern Europe, especiallhe political and military climate during theterials that are routinely destroyed rather
in Poland and the former East Germanyrisis and about the coordination amonthan being preserved for archives.) Most of
recently published memoirs and first-han@Varsaw Pact defense ministers. the time, however, scholars would be well
accounts by former high-ranking officials Memoirs and shorter first-hand accountgdvised to avoid relyingolelyon memoirs
also have helped shed light on the 1968y former East German leaders have apiless they can find documents or other
crisis. The publication in the late 1980s opeared in abundance since late 1989, bphysical evidence that will at least partly
secret documents from the PZPR Centrghey are of widely disparate quality. Someorroborate their claims. First-hand accounts,
Committee and Politburo included lengthyex-officials who commented about thewhen used properly, can be an invaluable
tracts that Gomulka wrote (in hindsight)Czechoslovak crisis, such as the late Horspurce of evidence that is unavailable else-
about the events surrounding his removal &indermann, still erroneously claimed thatvhere; but even then, a healthy dose of
first secretary in December 19%0. His troops from the GDR did not take part in thékepticism and detachment is in order.
reports not only discussed the internal prefavasion®® Other accounts are more reli-
sures that had intensified his hostility to thable, however, especially in their descrip-
Prague Spring, but also revealed the paralens of the internal political maneuvering int: Argongk””melmus gib'lioc?raphies of thesﬁ Sﬁ“dies'
els he ciscerned in 1968 between his oWBast Berlin between 1968 and 1970 thafe sue roiy oy et usbaectosto
increasingly tenuous position in Warsaweightened Ulbricht's concerns about degon (New York: Garland Publishing, 1975).
and the misfortunes that Novotny was sufyelopments in CzechoslovakBEspecially 2. H. Gordon SkillingCzechoslovakia’s Interrupted
fering in Czechoslovakid. A different per- worthwhile are memoirs showing howRevolutior(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press,
speptive on the internal sitggtion in Polandibricht’s rivals such ?‘S Erich HoneCkeé?EgbertW. DearlNationalism and Political Change
during the Czechoslovak crisis can be founsbught to outflank Ulbricht on the Czechoin astermn Europe: The Slovak Question and the Czecho-
in the recent memoir-by-interview of Ed-slovak crisis and thus bolster their own hardslovak Reform MovemeMonographs Series on World
ward Gierek, who succeeded Gomulka de credentialé! Other first-hand accountSAffairs 10: 1 (Denver: University of Denver, 1973);

ugen Steinef he Slovak Dilemm&ambridge: Cam-

PZPR first secretary. Of particular interest discuss the economic discontent and aﬁfidge University Press, 1973); and George Klein, “The

are Gierek’'s comments about the wayerse social trends plaguing the GDR iRole of Ethnic Politics in the Czechoslovak Crisis of
Gomulka's policies both athome and abroad,968, which were a further constraint on th&968 and the Yugoslav Crisis of 197Btudies in

including his belligerent stance vis-a-visEast German leader’s actions. These narrgemparative CommunisBi4 (Winter 1975), 339-69.

Czechoslovakia, were shaped by the studetites help clarify the way domestic faCtoriKaren Dawish&he Kremlin and the Prague Spring

Next Issue: New Interpretations

. . ! . . Berkeley: University of California Press, 1984); Jiri
riots of March 1968, by intra-PZPR strugglesand foreign considerations (above all, Eastfalenta The Soviet Invasion of Czechoslovakia, 1968:

and by the aftershocks of the so-callelloc policy toward West Germany) com-Anatomy of a DecisioifBaltimore: Johns Hopkins
Moczar Affair (an unsuccessful attempt irbined to produce Ulbricht's deep enmity/niversity Press, 1979); and Condoleezza Rite

i irs mi iet Uni h hoslovak Army, 1948-1983:
March 1968 by th then-nternal affairs mintoward Dubcek and the Czechosloval reore,onnare e Ceeetoso Ay 104156

ister, Mieczyslaw Moczar, and his “parti-form program. Other East German memoikgrsity Press, 1984) esp. pp. 111-96. Johns Hopkins
san” nationalist supporters to displacghat shed light on the Czechoslovak crisigniversity Press published arevised edition of Valenta’s
Gomulka)®® Gierek also discusses the imare the recent books by former agents of ok in late 1991.

. L . L. .. . 5. For the English transaltion sd@a Unfinished Con-
pact of the Brezhnev Doctrine, with its “newState Security MinistryMinisterium fuer versation pamphlet sponsored by the Australian Left

formma for SQViet imerven_tion in our Staatssicherheibr Stasif? These accounts Review (Sydney: Red Pen Publications, 1976). This
continent’s affairs,” on the Polish upheavalseveal the elaborate support that the Staisierview was reproduced as “How They Crushed the
in late 1970, “barely two years after theyave the KGB in combating “anti-socialist""29ue Spring of 1968,” in Tariq Ali, eThe Stalinist

i i P &7 : . egacy: Its Impact on 20th-Century World Politics
invasion of Czechoslovakid and reactionary forces” in 1968. Many otNeW York: Penguin, 1984). 385-434.

Otherfirst-hand insights about Poland'she latest accounts draw extensively on doc: jiri HajekDix ans apres—Prague 1968-19Paris:
role in the Czechoslovak crisis are provideghents from the Stasi archives as well as divitions du Seuil, 1978); and Zdenek Mlynar,
in the new memoir by Wojciech Jaruzelskithe first-hand recollections of the authors, Nachtfrost: Erfahrungen auf dem Weg vom realen zum

. . . menschlichen Sozialismy€ologne: Europaische
who served as Polish defense minister from  The spate of recent memoirs and oth erlagsanstalt, 1978). The Czech edition of Mlynar's

April 196'8 on (and who later, of coursewritten accounts by Soviet and East EurQsook,Mraz prichazi z Kremiuwas put out by the same
became first secretary of the PZPR and pregiean participants in the Czechoslovak crisigiblisher in 1979. An English edition (superbly trans-
dent of Poland} Jaruzelski's appointment must, of course, be treated with care, esp,@led by Paul Wilson) appeared under thelttghtfrost

as defense minister came at a time when bagtally when they are not supported by docq?afzrag;fl} ;}Z‘?fg%g;;mmane Socialiiew York:

Gomulka and the Soviet authori'ties wantethentation. Almost all the caveats regarding. Earlier works included zdenek Mlynar,
a competent and trustworthy officer to geanterviews are just as relevant here. This {8eskoslovensky pokus o reformu, 1968: Analyza jeho
up the Polish army for a possible militarynot to say that memoirs shouleverbe cited teorie a praxe(Koln: Index-Listy, 1975); and Jiri

. . . . . . . Hajek, “Konstanty a nove prvky v zahranicni politice,”
incursion into Czechoslovakia. Jaruzelskis evidence on their own. Afew events, aftgf., myS(Pragu{}) B (pAungt 1068) 98490
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8. On this point, see Mark Kramer, “Beyond thel992, FBIS-SOV-92-141, 22 July 1992, 66. 1990, “Na konec tydne,” 3; and “Alexander Dubcek
Brezhnev Doctrine: A New Era in Soviet-East Euro48. On the work of the commission, see the interviewzpomina (4),”Obcansky denikPrague), 24 August
pean Relations,International Securityl4:3 (Winter with Mencl in “Prohral socialismus uz v 1990, “Nakonectydne,”3. See alster alia, “Smotret
1989/1990), 41-43, 45-46. osmasedesatemRude pravo - Halo sobotéPrague), vpered,"Moskovskie novostMoscow) 50, 10 Decem-
9. “Co psal Breznev Dubcekovi: Hovori dosud26 January 1991, 1-2. See also the interview with Menber 1989, 8; interview iMlada fronta(Prague), 27
neuverejnene dokumentyRude pravo(Prague) 14 in “Neotpravlennoe pismo?: Rassledovanie sobytiNovember 1989, 1; “Aleksandr Dubchek: ‘Ya dumayu
May 1990, 1-2. avgusta 1968 goda v ChekhoslovakiMoskovskie bolshe o budushchem, chem o proshlofirtid (Mos-

10. “Dokumenty: Dopisy L. Brezneva A. Dubcekovinovosti(Moscow) 24 (17 June 1990), 13. cow), 18 March 1990, 3; and “Vspominaya sozhzhennye
v roce 1968, Historie a vojenstv{Prague), 1 (Janu- 19. For a valuable report based on new documentaticadresa: A. Dubchek ob istorii sovetsko-
ary-February 1991), 141-58. by one of the members of the commission, see Jamekhoslovatskikh otnoshenii|zvestiya(Moscow),
11. See, forexample, “Dokument: Zapis vystoupeni nidloravec, “Could the Prague Spring Have Been Saved?9 May 1990, 5.

setkani prvnich tajemniku. UV Bulharska, Polska &he Ultimatum of Cierna nad TisouQrbis 35:4 (Fall  29. For a small sample, see the interview with Zdenek
SSSR v Moskve 8. kvetna 1968 (13.00-20.00 hodin)£991), 587-95, as well as the accompanying essays Mynar in “Vlast i obshchestvo fzvestiya(Moscow),
Lidove novinyPrague), 20 February 1991, 9 (Part 1)Jiri Valenta, “The Search for a Political Solution” (pp.27 December 1989, 7; the interview with Jiri Hajek in
“Dokument: Zapis vystoupeni na setkani prvnict681-87) and “The Last Chance” (pp. 595-601). Valent#lada fronta(Prague), 2 December 1989, 2; the inter-
tajemniku UV BLR, MLR, NDR, PLR, a SSSR v also made good use of documents from the commissierew with Cestmir Cisar irPravda (Bratislava), 5
Moskve, 8. kvetna 1968 (13.00-20.00 hodihjdove inthe two new chapters8oviet Intervention in Czecho- December 1989, 3; the interview with Lubomir Strougal
noviny(Prague), 21 February 1991, 8-9 (Part 2), and Zovakia(rev. ed.), 165-211. in Pravda (Bratislava), 16 January 1990, 4; and the
February 1991, 6 (Part 3); “Protokol ze setkanR0. For brevity's sake, this article will provide only ainterview with Pyotr Shelest Moskovskii komsomolets
stranickych a vladnich delegaci Bulharska, NDRshort description of the relevant archives in CzechoslgMoscow), 30 August 1990.

Polska, Madarska a SSSR, Moskva, 24-26.8. 1968yakia and other East European countries. For furth80. “Yanosh Kadar o ‘Prazhskoi vesne&Kdmmunist
Lidove noviny(Prague), 8 February 1991, 12-14;details, see the outstanding report by P. J. Simmon@loscow) 7 (May 1990), 96-103.

“Naprosta ztrata pameti?: 21. srpen 1968 ocimArchival Research on the Cold War Era: A Report fron81. See, for example, the interview with Oleg Kalugin,
prislusniku StB—kdo zatykal jmenem revolucni Budapest, Prague, and Warsag®old War International a former major-general in the KGB, in “Otkrovennost
delnicko-rolnicke vlady soudruha IndryXedelni History Project Working Paper No. 2 (Washingtonyozmozhna, lish kogda za toboi zakroetsya dver: Gen-
Lidove noviny(Prague), 17 August 1991, 1, 3; andD.C.: Woodrow Wilson International Center for Schol-eral KGB o KGB,”Moskovskie novos(Moscow) 25
“Komunike z ceskoslovensko-sovetskeho jednani ars, May 1992). (24 June 1990), 11; “General-major Oleg Kalugin:
Moskve, 27.8.1968,” and “Protokol o jednani delegac21. On occasion, | have received documents via tHEGB poka ne menyaet printsipov’Komsomolskaya
SSSR a CSSR (Moskevsky protokol),” both in AntonirFOIA that contain substantial deletions even though thgravda (Moscow), 20 June 1990, 2; and “Lubyanka:
Bencik and Josef Domansk&]. srpen 196@Prague: same items have been available at the LBJ Librafpeistvuyushchie litsa i pokroviteliSobesednikVios-
Tvorba uvadi, 1990), 114-16 and 116-20, respectivelyithout as many deletions. Once in a great whilegow) 36 (September 1990), 6.

12. “Kdo pozval okupacni vojska: Dokumenty showever, the opposite is true, as with a June 196®. “Cheloveku svoistvenno oshibatsya...: Uroki
razitkem nikdy neotvirat vydaly svedectvi,” “Special Memorandum” (entitiedzechoslovakia: The istorii,” Komsomolskaya pravd@oscow), 19 Octo-
Hospodarske novingPrague), 17 July 1992, 1-2. ForDubcek Pausgfrom the CIA’s Board of National Esti- ber 1989, 2.

earlier comments on the letters, see the interview withates, which | obtained in June 1991 with remarkablg3. See Chuck Sudetic, “Bulgarian Communist Stal-
the chairman of the commission, Vojtech Mencl, irfew deletions. This has also been the case for most of thvart Says He’'d Do It Differently New York Time®8
“Vpad byl neodvratny: V srpnu 1968 melo byt zatcendiundreds of once-secret diplomatic cables | have rédovember 1990, A-8.

na ctyricet tisic Cechu a SlovakiMlada fronta(Pra- ceived under the FOIA from the State Department. 34. See, for example, “Vtoroi marshrut Kolumba:
gue), 21 August 1990, 1. See also “Zvaci dopis: V cel?2. “Dopis Rudemu pravu,” 8 November 1985, typePoliticheskii portret Aleksandra Dubchek&tavda

s Indrou a Bilakem,Lidove novinyPrague), 19 Janu- script, Widener Library, Harvard University. This let-(Moscow), 3 December 1991, 5; interview with Dubcek
ary 1991, 1-2. In his memoirs, Bilak acknowledgeder, too, was first published ib’Unita after several in Narodna obrodgBratislava), 9 July 1991, 9; inter-
that at the Bratislava meeting he passed on a letterrtewspapers in Prague and Bratislava refused to carryitew with Hajek in “Ostavatsya lyudmi: 23 goda
Brezhnev requesting “fraternal assistance” from thBor an English translation of Dubcek’s letter, see “Pubspustya ‘Izvestiya’ prinosyat svoi izvineniya byvshemu
Warsaw Pact; seBPameti Vasila Bilaka: Unikatni lish This Text',” East European Report&:2 (1986), ministru inostrannykh del Chekhoslovakii (1968 g.),”
svedectvi ze zakulisi K§Brague: Agentura Cesty, 22-23. For the interview with Bilak, see “Unser Lowelzvestiya(Moscow), 30 May 1991, 5; interview with
1991), vol. 2, 88. ist noch immer ein Lowe”: Der Prager ZK-SekretarCernik in “Bumerang ‘Prazhskoi vesnoi,lZvestiya
13. See, for example, “Shel avgust 68-go . . Vasil Bilak uber die Politik der Tschechoslowakei,”(Moscow), 21 August 1990, 5; and interview with
Dokumenty predany glasnostPtavda(Moscow), 18 Der Spiege(Hamburg) 44 (October 1985), 167, 170-former deputy interior minister Jaroslav Klima in “Co
February 1991, 1, 6-7. 71,174, vedel L. Strougal?: Neznamy uhel pohledu na invazi
14. For an excellent report on the status of the Russiedy- Budapest Television Service, 17 April 1989 and 28ojsk v srpnu 1968,Rude pravqPrague), 27 March
Soviet archives, see James G. Hershberg, “Soviet AAPril 1989, in FBIS-EEU-89-073, 18 April 1989, 12- 1992, 13. _ _
chives: The Opening DoorCold War International 16, an_d_FBIS-EEU-89-081, 28 April 1989, 2:_L-26. 35. On thg methodological problems‘ of_oral _hl_story,
History Project Bulletin{Spring 1992). 24. Jiri Kohout, “Klamal tehdy, klame nyniRude with specific reference to the Cuban Missile .CI'I.SIS, see
15. Itis hardly encouraging that even this very limite®avo (Prague), 22 April 1989, 7. Mark Kramer, “Remembering the Cuban Missile Cri-
disclosure of a few of the KGB's files provoked heated®- “Avgust 68-go: Vzglyad ochevidtsev na sobytiya sis: Should We Swallow Oral History®iternational
objections in Moscow. See, for example. V|adimi,(:hekhpslovakii dvadtsat let spustyayloskovskie Securityl5:1 (Summer 1990), 212-18, with a rejoinder
Bushin, “Santa Klaus iz KGBPravda(Moscow), 21 novosti(Moscow) 35 (28 August 1988), 6-7. by Bruce J. Allyn, James G. Blight, and David A.

January 1992, 3. The contract that an American pug_e. One of the round-table participants, Vladimir LukinWelch.
lishing house, Crown, signed in mid-1992 to transcripiter complained that “against the will of the participant86. “Marsal Dmitrij Jazov pro LN o srpnu 1968:

I

certain of the KGB's files will not ameliorate the in the dialogue and the editors, the text was mercilessidebyl to vpad',” Lidove noviny(Prague), 24 June

situation. Virtually all the files to be published are fronfut @nd drained of its general message.” See "Vesa91,1,3. ' o
the pre-1953 period, and KGB archivists will have fullvozvrashchayutsya osenyfoskovskie novogMos-  37. Pavlovskii's remarks during the interview echoed

control over whatis released. As for the Ministry of th&ow) 50 (10 December 1989), 8-9. what he had said in his August 1989 interview with
Defense archives, see the interview with Col. N. Brile¢ /- “Eto bylo v Prage JzvestiyaMoscow), 19 August Izvestiya When asked by the Soviet correspondent
in “Vot pochemu arkhivy roya’,’Krasnaya zvezda 1989, 5. whether the invasion was appropriate, Pavlovskii re-
(Moscow), 6 November 1991, 6. 28. Above all, see the four-part interview, “Alexandemplied: “You'll have to excuse me, but I'm a man of my

16. E. Chernykh, “Avgust bez grifa ‘sekretno,” Dubcek vzpomina (1),'Obcansky denikPrague), 3 convictions. My views have not changed.” (“Eto bylo
Komsomolskaya prav@ioscow), 3 December 1991, August_ 1990, “Na konec tydne‘,“ 3; “Alexander Dubcekv Prage,” 5.)

5. vzpomina (2),"Obcansky denikPrague), 10 August 38. For a published interview with Ershov in which he
17. “Ukraine: Archive Director on Communist Party1990, “Na konec tydne,” 3; “Alexander Dubcekcoverssome ofthe same ground, see Andrew Rosenthal,
Archives,” Kiev Radio Ukraine World Service, 21 Ju|yvzp0mina (3),”Obcansky denikPrague), 17 August “A Soviet General's Second Thoughtd\New York
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Times 21 September 1989, A-8.
39. Their observations went beyond what was availabf&zlachcic, who in 1968 was deputy internal aff
in a published interview with a former Polish soldierminister and a close friend of Moczar, in “Ze wspomni
Colonel Ryszard Kuklinski, who recounted his experiMinistra Spraw Wewne, trznychZ¥cie literackigWar-
ences during the invasion; see “Wojna z narodersaw) 10 (6 March 1988), 4-5.

widziana od srodkaRultura (Paris) 4/475 (April 1987), 57. Przerwana dekad&3.

esp. pp. 10-12. 58. Wojciech JaruzelsHies chaines etle refufféhains
40. For an early Western assessment of this matter, seel Refuge] (Paris Kutura, 1992).

George Gomori, “Hungarian and Polish Attitudes orb9. “Wir sind keine Helden gewesen’: Der fruhe
Czechoslovakia, 1968,”in E. J. Czerwinski and JaroslaWolkskammer-Prasident Horst Sindermann uber M
Pielkalkiewicz, edsThe Soviet Invasion of Czechoslo-und Ende der SEDDer Spiege{(Hamburg) 19 (7 May
vakia: Its Effects on Eastern Euroglew York: 1990), 66. For a brief rebuttal to Sindermann’s
Praeger, 1972), esp. p. 9. For similar problems witinarks, see the comments of General Stanislav Proch
East German troops, see Thomas M. ForBierNVA:  in Miloslav Martinek, “Nova fakta o roce 1968Rude
Kernstuck der Landesverteidigung der DEdlogne: pravo(Prague), 27 July 1990, 2.
Markus-Verlagsgesellschaft mbH, 1979), 93.
41. To cite but one example, the late Romanian dipl@&erhard Naumann and Eckhard Trumplen Ulbricht
mat Corneliu Bogdan, whom I interviewed in Washingzu Honecker: 1970 — ein Krisenjahr der D{Berlin:
ton, D.C. in March 1989, was able to provide a thoughBietz Verlag, 1990).

from a very different perspective, is by Francis§[
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. Continued from page 1

possession of the Federal Ministry of De-
fense after 3 October 1990. The following
report is based on a thorough analysis of
these documents by the command staffs of
the armed forces. The report is a major
igontribution to the study of recent history
and is available not only to the Bundeswehr
°but also to research institutions and inter-
ested centers. The examples of key docu-
ments cited in the study, and an evaluation of

60. For a useful overview of this phenomenon, Jeaumerous other sources, Clearly show how,

through political decisions at the highest
levels, the armed forces of the former East-

ful account of Romania’s policy before and after thés1. Reinhold Andert, edDer Sturz: Erich Honecked €rn Bloc were organized and constantly

invasion.

42. A. Gromyko,Pamyatnoge 2 vols. (Moscow:
Politizdat, 1988).

43. Andrei Gromyko,Memoirs trans. by Harry
Shukman (New York: Doubleday, 1989), 232-233.
44. “The Inside Story of the Invasiorifovoe vremya
(Moscow) 16 (April 1992), 16-20.

45. Christopher Andrew and Oleg GordievsKiGB:
The Inside Story of Its Foreign Operations from Leni

im Kreuzverhoi(Berlin: Aufbau-Verlag, 1990). Thig
point also is emphasized in an older memoir

West), Heinz LippmannHonecker: Portrat eines
Nachfolgers(Koln: Verlag Wissenschaft und PolitiK
1971), 204-206.

62. See, for example, Werner Stillen, Zentrum der
SpionaggMainz: Hase & Kohler Verlag, 1986).

Honecker’s long-time deputy (who later fled to tie

trained in exercises to carry out the option of
PAn offensive war.

Only in the mid-1980s, with the advent
of the Gorbachev era, was greater emphasis
given to defensive tasks, though even this
did not lead in any fundamental way to the
abandonment of earlier plans. The decisive,

to GorbacheyNew York: HarperCollins, 1990), esp. Mark Kramer is a research associate of thglecades-long role of the Western Alliance

pp. 481-90. _ Russian Research Center at Harvard Univers
46..Petro G. Grigorenkbemoirstrans. by ThomasP. gnd the Center for Foreign Policy Developmg
Whitney (New York: W. W. Norton, 1982), esp. PP-a¢ Brown University. He is the author of tw

35759 forthcoming books on Soviet-East E
47. Bohumil Simon, “Takovi jsme byli: Fragment orthcoming books on Soviet-East European

vypraveni o udalostech deseti dnu, ktere rovnez otrasﬂ?t'ons-
svetem,” in Jiri Borek, edSrpen 196&Prague: Edice
Literatury Faktu, 1990), 169-96; Oldrich Cernik, “Kak
eto bylo: Byvshii Predsedatel pravitelstva ChSSR o
sobytiyakh avgusta 1968 godé#zVestiyaMoscow), 5
December 1989, 5; and Cestmir CisBrjtvrzeny
reformni kurs(Koln: Index, 1989).

48. Jiri Dientsbier and Karel Lansky, “Rozhlas proti
tankum: Kolaz udalosti, vzpominek azaznamu z vysilani
Ceskoslovenskeho rozhlasu v srpnu 1968,” in Borek,
ed.,Srpen 196817-116.

49. Venek Silhan, “XIV. Mimoradny — ‘Vysocansky’
— Sjezd KSC,” in Borek, edSrpen 1968117-167.

50. “Takovi jsme byli,” 169- 96.

51. Miroslav SteparZpoved vezne sametove revoluce
(Prague: Grafit, 1991), 109.

52.Pameti VasilaBilaka: Unikatni svedectvize zakulisi
KSG 2 vols. (Prague: Agentura Cesty, 1991). Copy-
right problems arose with this memoir because Bilak
had not given permission to have it published; hence, it
will be difficult to obtain a copy except at second-hand
book stores.

53. See “Gomulka o Grudniu 1970,” in Jakub
Andrzejewski, ed.Gomulka i inni: Dokumenty z
archiwum KC 1948-198ZWarsaw: Wydawnictwo
Krag, 1987), 191-243.

54. See, in particular, “List Wladyslawa Gomulki z 27
111 1971 do czlonkow KC PZPR bid., 233-34.

55. Janusz Rolicki, eddward Gierek: Przerwana
dekada[Aborted Decade] (Warsaw: Polska Oficyna
Wydawnicza PGW, 1991) 42-43, 47-50, 60-63, 88-89,
and 92-93. For an interesting critique by Gierek’s own
successor as PZPR first secretary, Stanislaw Kania, see
“W sprawie wywiadu Edwarda Gierk&blityka(War-
saw) 17 (28 April 1990), 1, 9-10.

56. Another first-hand account of the Moczar Affair,

tand its armed forces in the maintenance of
hpeace and freedom is obvious enough.
PNATO's determined stance, as well as the
Sesponsible policy that the Western democ-
racies pursued when the leadership of the
former Warsaw Pact finally decided on a

course of dialogue and negotiation, was the
most important factor in the collapse of the

Communist dictatorships and the emergence
of a fundamentally new situation.

The time of military confrontation in
Central Europe is over; the Warsaw Pact has
been dissolved. The consequences of these
developments can be seen in our new poli-
cies and in the fundamental changes in the
structures and plans of our alliance. In the
future, however, measures to protect the
military security of Germany and its allies in
a changed world must be maintained. This
principle will underlie the further service of
our soldiers for peace and freedom.

Dr. Gerhard Stoltenberg
Federal Defense Minister

INTRODUCTION

Before the entry of the former GDR into
the Federal Republic of Germany, the Na-
tional People’s Army (NVA) systematically
destroyed classified records from which the
strategic and operational war planning of the

Warsaw Pact (WP) could be deduced.
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Even so, 25,000 sealed documents cariitae Soviet Baltic Fleet, the Polish Navy, andonflict with NATO. Except for a few
into the possession of the Federal Defensiee People’s Navy of the GDR, as well as thexercises in the late 1980s, defense against a
Ministry after reunification. Essentially, air forces of numerous countries, were alSNATO attack was not practiced because
these involved transcripts of meetings of thmcluded within the plan. such an attack obviously was considered
NVA'’s highest political and military lead- The NVA documents show that thisimplausible.
ership, directives, orders, reports and recordgployment of forces served as the basis for Planning for military operations at the
of every kind, maneuver and training matemany command exercises and staff exerciseperational and strategic levels of the Front
rials, situation reports on the enemy, anith the WP and NVA. The chronicle of the(known in the West as army groups) also
mobilization plans. GDR Defense Ministry for 1977/¥8ists, reflected this general set of aims. After the

The maneuver and training documentamong other things, the following theme ofNVP exercise “Soyuz-83,” the GDR defense
focused above all on the preparation artthe General Officers’ Training Course:minister at the time presented the whole
duties of troops and staffs in the event dPreparation and Conduct of Offensive Opeoncept in the following way, according to
war. Fromthese one can deduce, with a higinations Along the Front with and withoutthe sealed minutes of the National Defense
degree of accuracy, the operational plariduclear Weapons.” Additional tasks wereCouncil®
and military preparations of the Warsavstipulated for “Offensive Operations in the  The strategic groupings of troops and
Pact. Direction of the Coast” in the Northern- naval forces of the armed forces of the

The documents clearly reveal the oftower Saxony/Schleswig-Holstein area. USSR, the Poland People’s Republic, the
fensive nature of the WP’s war plans against In 1978 the same chronicle describes aGDR, and the CSSR have the following
NATO in Central Europe. These plans werstaff exercise under the leadership of the themission:
not modified at all until the latter half of theCommander-in-Chief of the Warsaw Pact, The principal aim of the first strategic
1980s, when it was deemed that strateghdarshal Ogarkov, in which a five-Front “at- operation with troops on four Fronts is a
offensive operations would begin only aftetack in the western and southwestern mili- rapid advance, reaching the frontiers of
aninitial defense. In conjunction with whatary theaters” was to be rehear8ed. France by the 13th or 15th day, and
has already been known, the documents In 1980 the NVA hosted the Warsaw thereby:
present and clarify a reliable picture: to witPact's “Comrades-in-Arms-80" maneuvérs. * taking the territories of Denmark, the
that the preliminary and advanced traininghe aim of the exercises was formulated in FRG, the Netherlands, and Belgium;
of the military leadership, the training ofthe following way by the WP High Com- * forcing the withdrawal of these West
troops and staffs, and the infrastructuremand: European countries from the war; and
personnel and communications of the WP1. Conduct of operations at the outset of a * continuing the strategic operation by
were all aimed at preparing for arapid attackwar: establishing two additional Fronts in-
deep into France. * Breaking through a prepared defense by side France, shattering the strategic re-

This finding will be discussed under overwhelming a security sector. serves on French territory, and reach-
the following headings: * Prevention of a counter-attack. ing Vizcaya and the Spanish border by

* Operational Planning of the WP; 2. Conduct of operations in the depth of day 30 or 35, thus accomplishing the

* Planning for the Use of Nuclear Weap- the enemy’s defense, in conjunction with  final aims of the first strategic operation
ons; and naval and amphibious forces. by removing France from the war.

* Efforts to Deceive the Military and the 3. Completion of the subsequent duties of These examples and the above-men-
Public About NATO's Intentions and De- the first-echelon armies. tioned documents clearly show how domi-
fense Preparations. Corresponding to each of these pointaant the offensive was in the operational and

Supporting references will be providedvere training exercises that convincinglystrategic thinking of both the NVA and the
in the appendix. showed how NATO’s defense-in-depth couldVP. This offensive orientation persisted

be ruptured. The penetration was to occur iumntil the end of the 1980s despite the inter-
1. Operational Planning of the Warsaw Pathree stages at the operational and tactica¢ning political changesinthe Soviet Union.
levels (Army, Division), as can be seeninth&ven in 1988-89 there was an advanced

Under Soviet guidance, Warsaw Padbriefing materials prepared for high-rankingcourse for the senior officer corps of the

planning envisaged an attack by a total gfolitical and military visitors: NVA in which the “instructions of the Com-
five Fronts (a Front corresponds to a full-* Stage One: Breaking through the deimander-in-Chief of the Pact's Joint Armed
strength NATO army group) against NATO fense, Forces regarding the operational mission of

forces in Northern and Central Eurdpe. * Stage Two: Overcoming the defensivetroops and naval forces” set forth the follow-
The ground forces for these five Fronts weresector, deployment of the second echeloring aims:

to consist of: * Stage Three: Paratroop landings, deepThe goal of the operation is to liberate the
* Soviet military forces in the GDR, Po- attacks over water, and offensives in com- territories of the GDR and CSSR, to oc-
land, and Czechoslovakia; bination with the paratroopers. cupy the economically important regions

* the NVA, the Czechoslovak People’s The aims and conduct of the exercise aref the FRG east of the Rhine, and to create
Army, and the Polish People’s Army; andbut one example among many of how thethe right circumstances for a transition to
* Soviet military forces from Belorussia Warsaw Pactwas poised for offensive operaa general offensive aimed at bringing about
and the Ukraine. tions from the very beginning of a military the withdrawal of the European NATO
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states from the wdr. mained, but they came only after the initialowing scenario emerged from these discus-
Formulated in this way, the goals of thelefensive phases of operational and stratsions:
exercise remained in a long tradition ofjic counterattack. The Warsaw Pact’s first Front, consist-
earlier exercises. As a general justification ing of the Soviet Union’s Western Group of
for the Warsaw Pact’s attack plans and asZa_Aspects of Nuclear Weapons Forces and the NVA, would have had some
way of quelling any possible criticism, the Employment 840 tactical nuclear weapons at its disposal,
scenario for the exercise was based on the consisting of 205 operational-tactical mis-

assumptionthat NATO had committed prior ~ The use of tactical nuclear weapons wasiles (Scuds) for the armies; 380 tactical
aggression. This assumption was a standaad integral part of the Warsaw Pact’s trainmissiles (FROGSs) for the divisions; and 255
one within the ideological framework of theing of personnel at army command level anduclear bombs.
WP. From the documents, however, it ifigher. As conceived by the military leader-  Of these, the first-echelon armies were
clear that the prospect of an attack by NAT®hip, these weapons were to serve above &l be equipped with some 20 operational-
could not possibly have been taken seras a means of breaking through the enemytactical missiles, 55 tactical missiles, and 10
ously. defenses. In 1979, for example, a staffuclear bombs. Inaddition, the air forces on

A sure sign of the hypothetical charactraining exercise was held to prepare WEhe Front, and their missile brigades, were to
ter of the assumptions in this and othefiorces for “Attacks Along the Front with orhave 125 nuclear bombs, 60 operational-
exercises is that the supposed starting cona¥thout Nuclear Weapons.” In 1981, thetactical missiles, and 50 tactical missiles.
tions were not actually reflected inthe courseommand staff training exercise “Soyuz-  The targets in a Warsaw Pact nuclear
of the exercise. Normally, only mobiliza-81,” led by the then Commander-in-Chief obffensive would have been primarily as fol-
tion and counterattacks were practiced. Thbe WP, Marshal Kulikov, included, as ondows:
preparation and conduct of a defense agairgdt its main objectives, “The Conduct of * NATO nuclear installations and equip-
an attack, which was the principal aim an&trategic Attack Operations Involving the ment;
central feature of all NATO exercises, wasJse of Nuclear Weapons.” * air force and air defense installations;
certainly not of comparable importance as Two years later, at the “Soyuz-83" ex- * war command posts at the divisional
an exercise topic for the NVA and WP. ercise, the same marshal declared that “#evel, and communications facilities;

In 1984, when Czechoslovakia was hosfuture war will be carried out relentlessly * troops either in position or on the move;
ing the Warsaw Pact’'s “Shield” exerciseuntil the total defeat of the enemy is achievedand
one of the five parts of the exercise was, forhis compels us to take into account the* naval detachments and bases of the
the first time, devoted to the practice oentire arsenal of weapons of mass destrud-ederal navy.
defensive operations. The remaining partson, with the uncontrollable dimensions of  Given the quantity and effect of the
of the exercise were then dominated, as Birategic actions®”The conceptual mindsetdesignated warheads, nuclear target plan-
the past, by rehearsals for a massive offethat lies behind this businesslike discussioning at the army- and Front-level was aimed
sive against the West. In the treatment afeed not be further explored here. at subduing any resistance on the part of the
this new exercise goal, and inthe subsequent In accord with such ideas, the use oflefenders by achieving wide destruction of
discussions that Gorbachev obviously inauclear weapons was treated either asimstallations and troops, and by allowing for
spired among military specialists about aurprise first strike or as a responsdhtermediate targets to be taken, along with
defensive military doctrine, the Czechosloeounterstrike in numerous WP exercises Iethe final objectives, within a certain time-
vak People’s Army played a distinct leaderby the commander-in-chief of the Sovietable. To support the initial nuclear strikes
ship role within the Warsaw Pact, while theJnion’'s Western Group of Forces (in thealong the Front, four fighter divisions stood
NVA acted as a braking for¢e. GDR) or by the Soviet commander-in-chiefeady. In addition, substantial nuclear forces

The changes in security policy that fol-of the Central and West European militaryvere to be held in reserve.
lowed Gorbachev's rise to power were acheater, as well as in NVA staff exercises. For some time after 1981 the exercise
companied, albeit hesitantly, by similar rein some exercises there was also a follow-atocuments contained no other operational
visions in military-strategic thinking. The nuclear strike against reserves and any rpkans regarding the use of nuclear weapons.
first serious proposals for the developmemhaining forces. Not until 1988, in exercises of the NVA'’s
of joint defensive options for the Warsaw  The “Comrades-in-Arms-80" exercise,military districts (the level of command cor-
Pact came in 1985 when, for the first time, hich was hosted by the NVA, is an illumi-responding to a Bundeswehr corps), do we
joint staff training exercise was held at theating example of the Warsaw Pact’s interagain find the use of nuclear weapons in an
highest levels of the WP on the theme dfon of resorting to the comprehensive use afffensive and—what is new—defensive role,
“Strategic Deployments and Preparations touclear weapons. In this exercise, a Soviets can be seen in numerous official exercise
Defend Against Aggressiol.” The basic a Polish, and a German Army commandeafocuments and in the private notes of NVA
principles laid down in that exercise wereach had to report on his decision regardirgfficers who took part in several of the
tested in subsequent staff exercises; andtime conduct of nuclear war. These reportexercises.
September 1989 they were incorporated intand the plans that were based on them, were The new defensive role of nuclear weap-
revised orders on defense, as the chronicledépicted by the defense minister of the GDRyns was limited solely to tasks conducted at
the NVA reveals. The offensive compoin the presence of all his WP colleagues, dse army level of command. However, divi-
nents of planning and exercises clearly réhe main purpose of the exercise. The fokions also were now partly responsible for
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the actual use of the weapons. Although thaestructive yield. Although there is very = To conform with the Warsaw Pact's
extent, target distribution, and depth oéxtensive information about the operationafundamental assumptions about the enemy,
nuclear strikes still corresponded to the usutdctical planning and military-technical asthe operational planning of the Pact had to
picture of a massive attack, a new developpects of nuclear weapons use, there is m®pict the intentions and capabilities of
ment in 1988 was the planned massive uslecumentation regarding the political deciNATO’s armed forces in an extremely ex-
of operational-tactical and tactical missilesion-making process involved. In particularaggerated and false way. This campaign of
equipped with conventional cassette-wathere are no indications of the exact releadalsification included statements and asser-
heads (i.e., reentry vehicles carrying a nunprovisions for the use of nuclear weapongions about:
ber of smaller, non-nuclear munitions). other than the well-known fact that the basic* NATO’s defense system;

Not until 1990 did the political changesdecision on when to “go nuclear” lay in the * NATQ's planning for nuclear use; and
in the GDR appear to have affected thkands of the CPSU General Secrefary. * assessments of NATO's strength and
training and exercise postures of the NVA.  The participation of other Warsaw Pactintentions to attack.
By then, the use of nuclear weapons was states in nuclear planning also remains ob-
longer an integral part of the NVA's exersscure. As former officials of the ex-Defenséepiction of NATO’s Defense System
cises; instead, nuclear operations were Iéftinistry of the GDR have indicated, non-  NATO long ago prepared an in-depth
for procedural exercises geared toward sp8oviet members of the WP did not learmefense system along the borders of the

cialists. anything about real Soviet planning outsid&varsaw Pact. For many years, this system
This kind of exercise on the planninghe exerciseS. barely figured at all in the exercises and staff
and release of nuclear arms, as seen, for planning documents of the NVA intelli-

example, in parts of the staff exercise “Staf8. Deception of the Military and the Publicgence director. The system was kept secret
Training- 89,” provided for the devastationAbout the Intentions, Militanstrength and from the participants in exercises, and there-
of border areas in Schleswig- Holstein by 7Befense Preparations of NATO fore had no influence on the Warsaw Pact’s
nuclear weapons, including some of high offensive operations. Not until 1987 did the
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first general references to NATO's systencialized maps as early as 1982—that is, greparations to destroy and disable those
appear in NVA documents, and the systettie high-point of the Warsaw Pact’s offendefenses.
was not fully described until 1990. sive wargames. But all such maps, along This detailed catalog, prepared as of
In earlier years, indications of NATO’s with the statement cited above and any doc@982, had only one drawback: It was in-
defense planning would already have beanents on this theme, were classified as tdpnded for only a very restricted group of
apparent to a patient and thorough reader sécret, and were therefore available to onbyfficersin certain high-level command posi-
the military- geographical descriptions anén exclusive circle of people. tions; and, on security grounds, it was not to
specialized maps prepared by NVA scouts. Itis clear, however, that the NVA's so-be circulated further. Afootnote on the very
These documents, however, were availabtalled Intelligence Directorate did not subfirst page explicitly prohibited readers from
to only a very small and restricted group o$cribe to its own obvious falsifications. In+elying on or quoting from the catalog be-
people. telligence chiefs at senior levels of comeause the material was so highly classified.
In 1986 a colonel atthe Friedrich Engelsnand possessed a “Catalog of Intelligence
Military Academy departed from earlierFeatures,” which was based on the NVA'®epiction of NATO'’s Plans for the Use of
treatments of the subject when he wrotassessment of NATO’s mobilization andNuclear Weapons
about the so-called “Luxembourg Operaalertplans. Among otherthings, thecatalog At least as early as 1973, the GDR
tional Direction” (sic!): provided a meticulous list of known indica-political leadership was well aware of
NATO has devoted great attention to tors of an attack and the correspondingwariNATO’s approach to the use of nuclear
the preparation and construction of ing times. weapons? That year, the NVA's intelli-
defenses and batrriers. . . . A high con- For example, the catalog accurately regence director wrote, on the basis of his
centration of defenses . . . is in place at ported that at Alert Level Il (4-6 days beforé&knowledge of the WINTEX-73 exercise, the
a depth of some 50 to 70 km just west war would start), the depth of NATO'’s fron-following assessment: “WINTEX-73: ...a
of the borders of the GDR and CSSR. tier defenses might extend up to 100 kilomeurther gradation of nuclear weapons use,
These defenses could be found in spéers. Such information would be crucial foreven at the latest possible moment after a
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100-km invading depth was achieved byerritorial forces) could simply be increased  Only a few insiders could see through
Warsaw Pact troops . . . ." by 2 corps with a total of 12 divisions. Bythis mechanism of falsification. Normal
An internal report prepared by thesupplementing this with other deliberatelystaffers and NVA troops, as well as the
deputy director of intelligence, Generafalse information, NVA planners could cre-broader population, had no correct informa-
Gottwald, for the defense minister in 198&te the illusion of a 6-to-1 NATO forcetion at their disposal that would have en-
confirms that he had a completely accuratedvantage in the “Berlin Direction,” which abled them to challenge the official figures
understanding of the policy that NATO hacertainly appeared to be an alarming threatthen negotiations began on Conventional
long maintained regarding the possible s&onsidering that such manipulations werforces in Europe (CFE). The convincing
lective use of nuclear weapotsAn atten- on for many years, it is not surprising that away that these assessments of the enemy
tive reader of the report would note thalate as August 1990 (!), at a command trairwere presented gave them even greater cred-
“NATO’s military strategy [is] oriented more ing session of a military district, NATO wasibility.
strongly toward a selective use of nucleatepicted as harboring far-reaching aggres- In the three examples cited above it is
weapons ..” sive intentions. clear that in the GDR, and within the NVA
Briefing documents on “Probable Naturally, the NVA's intelligence di- itself, all information about NATO’s armed
Groupings and Activities of NATO’s Armed rectors at the time did individually have, inforces and operational plans was suppressed
Forces,” prepared for troops in an instrucheir spheres of responsibility, an accurater kept secret if it in any way revealed the
tional exercise, presented the followingassessment of NATO's force strength. Theilefensive orientation of the Western alli-
data*? assessments were based onintelligence finalhce or raised questions about the Warsaw
* A massive first strike by NATO with ings and judgments derived by the MinistryPact’s offensive plans. Moreover, NATO’s
nuclear weapons in the Western Theatefor State Security and the military intelli-forces and operational plans were systemati-
of War gence organs of the NVA from originalcally misrepresented to conform with an
* atotal of 2,714 strikes (without France)NATO and Bundeswehr documents, whiclideologically-grounded, aggressive image
* a total of 2,874 strikes (with France)included such items as data from the logistiasf the enemy, which in turn served as a
Follow-on nuclear strikes by NATO command of the West German army duringationale for the Warsaw Pact’s own offen-
* atotal of 1,528 strikes (without France)1984 and all the WINTEX materials sincesive military doctrine and planning.
* atotal of 1,624 strikes (with France) 1983!®* These assessments, however, were
Itisillustrative of the climate of decep-simply disregarded during the NVA'’s exer-APPENDIX (ENDNOTES)
tion, secrecy, and obfuscation in the NVAises.
regarding the intentions and capabilities of Evidence from the time attests to fre-  Unless otherwise indicated, original documents
NATO that despite information to the con-quent disagreements between the directofiged in this report can be found in the Document
trary provided by the NVA intelligence di- of intelligence and the officers on the NVA’si:‘r’T']Se'g”F%frf:heesse"emh Regional Administration of the
rector, a then-deputy Chief of Staff of thevlain Staff responsible for military opera- '
Warsaw Pact could declare at the GDRons, who found that the enemy numbers. oOver the years, the GDR Defense Ministry main-
Defense Ministry in 1983 that “if opera-were insufficient for their planning. Undertained a very detailed chronicle of the most important
tional targets are not met, NATO plans torders from the Main Staff, extra NATQ"esults of all training exercises. The chronicle, which is
. . . relatively free of political overtones, offers a clear view
escalate to the use of nuclear weapons witbrces were ingeniously “located,” so thaty e activities and status of the NVA. The chronicle
a total of over 5,000 nuclear warheads, dbrexample, in addition to the 12 Bundesweht;ill remain a basic source for scholarly research on the
which 2,800 would be used in the firsdivisions there were now 17 (!) French diviNVA for many years to come, even though some
nuclear strike 2 sions. Even the Spanish armed forces wepgtions of the text, unfortunately, have been destroyed
factoredinas a source of additional Offensw?f.r a'lltfler?(:,szlrrelzgs.ome 30 cartons of detailed NVA docu-
Depiction of NATO's Forces and Intentiongpotential in Central Europe. ments on the “Comrades-in-Arms-80” exercises. This
This ideological depiction of an ag-  There is no doubt that the highest-rankmaterial makes a good source for both historical re-
gressive NATO and Bundeswehr was mairing commanders of the NVA were fully Sé&rch and operational-tactical matters.

. . " . . . . ..+ 3. The Soyuz-83 exercise is the only one of the Soyuz
tained—despite military evidence tothe coraware of the true situation. It is possibleyaneuvers in which all documents were not destroyed
trary—via the propagation of a falsely menhowever, that even the National Defensg: the end of the exercise in accordance with standard
acing image of both entities throughout th€ouncil of the GDR was not kept accuratelprders. It thus provides outstanding insights into the
NVA. For example, to convey the supposinformed by the defense minister at the tim%’r.‘]/arsa"" Pact's operational and strategic thinking as of

. , - g . e early 1980s. A longer version of the Defense
edly offensive nature of NATO’s military There are documents from briefings given byjiyisers speaking notes is also located in the docu-
planning, a standard assumption in the pladefense ministers to the National Defens@ents on Soyuz-83. A summary can be found in the
and exercises of both the NVA and th€ouncil that contain descriptions of the enminutes of the National Defense Council meetings.
Warsaw Pact was that NATO intended temy similar to those discussed abév@he 4 Because of the aim of “Staff Training-88/89" (ad-

. . . . . . S vanced training of commanders and staff officers), the
attack in the direction of Berlin with four documents give no indication that there wergyicted number of participants, and the high degree of
attack group$t any critical questions or demands for evisecurity and secrecy (with no radio traffic), the contents

The fact that NATO did not have suffi-dence at these sessions, either about the déthis staff training exercise reveal much more than
cient forces for such an attack posed nuiction of the force balance between NAT(?’thet.r exercises do aboutthe real plans and intentions at
problem at all for NVA planners. On paperand the WP or about concrete indications Q,?eﬂgjec;imuStaﬁTraining_sg)n exercise of the Warsaw
for example, the Bundeswehr (without itdNATO'’s offensive intent. Pact, as discussed by the NVA, was a turning point in
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the WP’s approach to the serious investigation of wayFRANSLATOR’S NOTES
of conducting defensive operations. The training exer-

G. Western analysts have long assumed that the non-
Soviet Warsaw Pact states would not have taken part in

cise is fully documented, and includes even the resulis | Soviet military parlance, a Front was defined a2nd perhaps would not even have been consulted
of the participants. “an operational-strategic formation of the armed forcedbout) decisions to use nuclear weapons based in East-
6. Chief of the NVA's Main Staff, Colonel-General _ which is designated to carry out operational-strategRfn Europe. This hypothesis obviously is strengthened
Streletz, in a report to his minister in follow-up brief- hissions along a single strategic direction or abngf); the lack of any references in the East German
ings to Soyuz-83. From the exercise documents %Everaloperationaldirectionsinacontinental theater §fcuments to the political decision-making process.
Soyuz-83. military operations.” See S.F. Akhromeev, &thennyl  H- It should be noted, however, that in Soviet (and
7. The following have been analyzed: “Staff Trai”ingéntsiklopedicheskii slovgnd ed. (Moscow: Voenizdat, Warsaw Pact) military doctrine, the graduated or selec-
79" (see also note 4); “Comrades-in-Arms-80" (se@9g6), 787. The size of a Front would vary considefive use of nuclear weapons in Europe was not particu-
also note 2); “Staff-Training-89" and *-90" of the gply depending on its specific mission, but it couldarly meaningful—or at least not as meaningful as the
Neubrandenburg (5th) Military District; the serviceincjyde as many as 200,000-300,000 troops. For fubasic distinction between conventional and nuclear
book of a staff officer at the information directorate fokner information about Soviet levels of command, sewarfare. This would have been especially true if the
“88/89"; the "Barricade-90” exercise of the heads ofcpristopher W. DonnellyRed Banner; The Soviet fighting had extended to Soviet territory. See Stephen

missile and artillery forces of the 5th Military District; Military System in Peace and Wé&rondon: Jane's
and the command staff exercise “Sever-88” of the Stfhformation Group, 1988), 213-18.

M. Mayer, Soviet Theater Nuclear Forces (Part 1);
Development of Doctrine and Objectiyésielphi Pa-

Military District. Overall, they present a constantg There is a small inaccuracy here. Marshal Nikolgier No. 187 (London: International Institute for Strate-
picture of nuclear planning in the Sth Military District. ogarkov had been commander-in-chief of the Warsagic Studies, Winter 1983/4), 21-25.

8. Copies and originals of military-geographical depicpact until 1976, when he was appointed chief of the

tions of operational directions (used as training materi&oviet General Staff. At the time of this exercises

at the Friedrich Engels Military Academy) are at the(“Soyuz-Ys," held in Romania), Marshal Viktor Kulikov

Office for Information Sources of the Bundeswehfyas commander-in-chief of the Pact. The exercise fes

(ANBw). These pertain specifically to the “Jutlandnder Kulikov’s, not Ogarkov’s command.
Operational Direction” and the “Coasts and Luxemc, For a broader discussion of the Czechoslovak arn
bourg Operational Direction” for 1986-88, from whichg|e before 1989, see Christopher D. Jones, “The Cze
the section on “Military-Political Significance” was gjovak Armed Forces,” in Jeffrey Simon, eATO-
cited. o ) ) Warsaw Pact Force Mobilizatiofwashington, D.C.:
9. An original copy of the “Catalog of Intelligence National Defense University Press, 1988), 205-44.

it CWIHP Fellowships
ho-

The Cold War International History Proj
offers a limited number of fellowships to junigr
F@cholars from the former Communist bloc Jto

Features” is available at the ANBw. This catalog wag giscussion by the same author of the post-1989]conduct from three months to one year of archjval

intended only for senior officers of the Intelligencemate, see “Czechoslovakia and the New Internatid
Directorate, and thus permits excellent comparisor§ystem’n in Jeffrey Simon, edEuropean Security]
with what was available to personnel outside the direcponcy After the Revolution of 198®/ashington, D.C.
torate and at lower levels of command. National Defense University Press, 1991), 307-30.

10. The following are from minutes of GDR Nationalp  yntil 1989 the USSR’s Western Group of Forg &

Defense Council meetings. o was known as the Group of Soviet Forces in Germ
11. These documents, from the ANBw publishing housgg SFG), an indication of its special status in Soy
provide an overview of NATO strategy from 1967 onjjitary planning. The change of name was intende
with predictions through the year 2000. Starting iyt the former GSFG on an equal level with the Soy
August 1988, NATO's nuclear policy was depictedsyn Group of Forces (in Hungary), the Northern Grd
relatively accurately, but the specter of a short-warningf Forces (in Poland), and the Central Group of For
attack by NATO was preserved. 7 (in Czechoslovakia). Unlike the other three Groups
12. This document, from the ANBw's Documents ofcgrces, however, the Western Group of Forces was
the NVA Intelligence Directorate, is entirely dedicatedhggged by a full “commander-in-chief,” rather than
to the presentation of figures supporting the notion thaf mere “commander.”

NATO's activities and intentions were aggressive. By The distinction here between “operational-tactic
means of frequent “arithmetical adjustments,” it givegnissiles comes originally from the Soviet milita
anabsolutely false assessment of NATO's force strengixicon, and has no direct equivalent in the West. 1
13. In the Soyuz-83 documents. See note 3. difference can be easily understood, however, by g
14. This scenario is found in all documents on th%idering the range of the Scud-B (320 km) versus
enemy’s status. The force estimates were correctedROG (70 km).

1988-89, but the assumption that NATO's intentiong Thjs statement about the CPSU General Secret

ry's ;
were aggressive was maintained until the final exercisgowers was true until March 1990, when the new oﬁl Ue (9 months)Niu Dayong, Department of

planned for September 1990 (“North Wind-90” in they the “President of the USSR” was created. (9
5th Military District; the documents on “North Wind- «zak0n SSSR ob uchrezhdenii posta Prezidenta S
90" are at the ANBw). S ivnesenii sootvetstvuyushchikh izmeneniii dopolne
15. Speechnotes of Fhe head of military mtelhggpce iP Konstitutsiyu (Osnovnoi Zakon) SSSRzVestiyas

the NVA, for a meeting of the heads of WP militaryyjarch 1990, 1-2.) The president was endowed with
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intelligence in 1983. title of “Supreme Commander-in-Chief of the Arm

16. Soyuz-83 is an example of this point. Seniofqrces,” and in that capacity would have been the
members of the National Defense Council (such as Bfficial empowered to “make decisions and trans

Honecker) must have recalled that analyses of earligfgers to the Armed Forces regarding the condud} of . ! -
WINTEX maneuvers (e.g., the 1973 exercises at thgjjitary operations and the use of nuclear weaporfsdinator, Cold War International History Proje

' : ] ! ‘ ) ]@n this point’ see“... |0[0m’ kto nazhimaet na knop L)NOOdrOWW”SOh |nternati0na| CenterfOI’ SCh
Session) yielded an entirely different picture, withzakanchivaetaya rabota nad proektom Zakone S$S®s, 1000 Jefferson Dr. S.W., Washington, D
NATO inferior by a ratio of 2-to-3 vis-a-vis the Warsawgp oborone,Krasnaya zvezd@9 April 1990, 2.) Even| 20560, fax: (202) 357-4439.

Council's 43rd Session, the 1977 exercises at the 5

devaluated and recipients chosen during the wifiter
gf 1992-93.

' Send applications to: Jim Hershberg, Copr-

—

I
C.

Pact. Honecker also received unembellished repotigier hecoming President, however, Gorbachev retaften

about the status and force levels of NATO and thgjs postas CPSU General Secretary; thus, the “transfer”
Bundeswehr from the State Security Ministry; thesgt nyclear-release authority from the top party office to
provided him with a timely military assessment indethe head-of-state did not bring about any immediate

pendent of the Ministry of National Defense.
CPSU's sharp decline.

concrete change, but was merely a reflection of the
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and other countries and contains reports fro@erman to the righteousness and peace-
East German embassies in Moscow, Pekinlpvingness of East Germany, the hostility
Warsaw, Budapest, Prague, and other capind illegitimacy of West Germany, and the
tals. Acompletereference bookis devoted great friendship of the Soviet Union with

Inside the SED Archives:
A Researcher's Diary

By Hope M. Harrison

The records of the Socialist Unity Part ) ) " L
y ))der revolutionaren russischen bzwgo through political (re-)training to become

(SED, for Sozialistische Einheitspartei
Deutschlany, which governed the German
Democratic Republic (GDR) for more than
four decades following its establishment i
October 1949, are now available toresearc
ers at the Central Party Archive of the Insti
tute for the History of the Workers’ Move-
ment (known in German as IfGA, ZPA, for
Institut fur Geschichte der Arbeiter-
bewegung, Zentrales Parteiarchin Ber-

lin.!  As with most formerly Communist

archives, conducting research there is né

particularly easy. There is no published

g

overview of the archival holdings and thi
is, of course, part of the game. You quickl
learn that, although the archivists are ver
nice, they don't really want to make it eas
for you to find any remotely sensitive docu
ments (assuming, of course, that such doc
ments are in fact there). Aresearcher has
be patient, on the one hand, yet persiste
and a bit insistent on the other. What fol

archive’s holdings, is a diary (some of th
dates are real and some estimated fro
memory) of my experiences working in th
former SED archives on Soviet policy to-
wards Germany in the 1950s through th
building of the Berlin wall in 1961.

One of the most interesting sources f
critical years like 1953, 1956, and 1957 i
the stenographic protocols of the Centr
Committee plenums. There is how a refe
ence book on the Central Committee pl
nums? and for Politbiiro meetings (files

lows here, after an overview of some of th%I

beginning with J IV 2/2) there are lists ofthé .
economics, the poor state of the econonyassociate of the Cold War International Histo
was at the top of the government’s agend

resolutions, which usually give minimal
information. Occasionally, some back
ground papers for the Politbiiro meeting
are included, and these can be helpful.
have heard a rumor that Politbliro meetin

9215)’ Anton Ackermann (NL 109), Heinrich

OIF’arteiarchiv(InternaI Party Archive) have
g)een opened up (J IV 2/2J). This could be

e- .
the key categories that | have seen. Althou

g(;;conomic concerns. And now to the diary.

East German-Soviet relationSpezial- East Germany. Every member of every
nventar ueber die Beziehungen zwischesingle organization in East Germany had to

Sowjetischen und deutschen Arbeiterastaunch defender of the East German cause.
bewegung von den Anfangen bis zuvlost of it seems artificial in the documents;
egenwarfSpecial Inventory on Relationsfor many East Germans, it was as if they

I??_etween the Revolutionary Russian or Savere forced to put on new, ill-fitting shoes

viet and German Labor Movements from thand walk. For most, the first steps were very

Beginning to the Presenfart three covers wobbly. There are all sorts of reports (often

the period from 1945 through 1979. Thisatherfunny, from the point of view of a non-

book covers a broad range of sources on E&bmmunist outsider) sent to the party lead-

German-Sovietrelations culled from the filegrship about workers or teachers or soldiers
of many officials and party and state organhkaving “false” views or being confused about

t’;\tions. this or that aspect of East German or Soviet
For the files of some officials and issuegpolicy and needing clearer explanatiéns.
he archives has little card drawefaf(tei). For example, Comrade Langer of the
here is &artei for security questions con- Flakregiment{anti-aircraft regiment) asked,
ining much detailed information, but it“Wouldn’t the Soviet proposal for a peace
eems to have been sanitized of the mdseaty deepen the division of Germary?”

sensitive files. The files include some inforNoncommissioned Officer Lauschke of the

1ation on the Ministry of State SecurityNational People’s Army gave another cri-
EF tasi), the Ministry of National Defense, theique of Soviet policy: “The eternal notes of

inistry of the Interior, and various military the USSR to the Western powers are point-
units. | have seen a few “safe” files from théess anyway. The Western powers aren’tthe
d Stasi chief, Wilhelm Zaisser, from hisso-called Auswartige Abteilungenwhich
artei, NL 277. There are alddartei on were in charge of the official relations be
ermann Matern (NL 76), Fred Oell3ner (NL Continued on page 28

Archives in the Ne

By Axe!

Rau (NL 62), Georg Handke (NL 128), an
thers. Memoirs begin with the letters EA
ecently some files from thinternes

dEditor’s note: The following report bpxel
Frohnon the East German archives appeared
the Spring 199Bulletin of the German Historica
Cinstitute. It is reprinted here, with the institige
J ! ' I~bermission, along with updated material
have not listed any files specifically oy endnotes supplied I8tephen Connora research

oldmine and contains, for example, file
rom Ulbricht's office.
There are many other files, but these al

Project.]
€ East German archives are presently under
ing a period of profound change. Some have be
or are in the process of being absorbed by fede

nd the Central Committee plenums and tf
llles of individual officials are filled with

were recorded, but | do not know if this is

true. Books [tindbiichej list reference Oct?ber 16, 19311' d at th "
numbers for files concerning some key offi- am overwnhelmed at the governmen

cials, such as Walter Ulbricht (NL 182),'[otalltar!an efforts —it attempted to contro
Wilhelm Pieck (NL 36), and Otto Grotewohl €/€7Yting the press, the economy, the
(NL 90). There are similar books on Inter_schools‘icuIture,everyaspect of life down to
national Relations (IV 2/20), the Centralthe smallest detail. It's unbelievable. Mayb

Party Control Commission, and Party orihat's why it never worked—it's impossible
gans. The International Relations book listd controlso much. The East German regin

or other major archives in order to reunite ar
consolidate collections that, as a result of Wor
War Il, were arbitrarily or coincidentally sepa
rated! Access to the Stasi files is now governe
by a federal law, but other questions of highe
concern still need to be settled such as where
F records of theSozialistische Einheitspartei
Deutschland$SED), the former state party, will
€emain and under whose custody. The same

-

files on relations between East Germang)ea”y tried to indoctrinate every single Eag
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New Sources on the Berlin forgaining access to internal documentatiowere unwilling to release documents that

Crisis, 1958-1962 on “the other side” were even worse; Soviaevealed fallback negotiating positions and
policy-making remained opaque due to theontingency plans so long as Germany and
virtual absence of high-quality primaryBerlin remained divided. Because these
sources with the exception of Khrushchev'secords also disclosed the views of Allied

. . . ape-recorded and posthumously publishegbvernments—including France, the U.K.,

The Berlin Crisis .Of 1958-1962is one Oﬁnemoirs? But scholars have recently begurand West Germany—declassifiers were even
the most undgr—stud|ed C.Old Wa_lr CrISes I, explore the archives of the East Germamore reluctant to release material.
the _scholarly literaturé. This relat!ve nat- gqialist Unity Party (SED), and of the Cen-  With the reunification of Germany (and
tentlon_ c_:annot be due to lack of |r_1terest, 4Fal Committe of Soviet communist Party Berlin) in 1990 and the end of the Cold War,
the C”.S'S was marked by drama_ltlc anq Snda preliminary assessment of the motivelse Department of State began to take a more
traordinary ,developments, mcIud.mgof Moscow and East Berlin during the crisiselaxed view and once-sensitive documents
Khrushc,hev._s ”“C'e"?‘.r sgbe_r rattlmgmay soon be possibte. suddenly became releasabl€his develop-
Kennedy's military moplllzanon mthg sum- The lack of critical documents on thanent, along with important releases of Brit-
mer of 1961, the erection of the Berlin WalEerlin Crisis has hindered the study of thésh records under the thirty-year rule, puts
that Augu.st, and the Qctober .1961 ANk g war because, to a great extent, tH@storians in a better position than ever to
confrontation at Checkpoint Charlie. RatherCrisis was a turning point in that crisis markascertain what happened as well as to ex-

the fundamental reason forscholarlynegleﬁjig the last U.S.-Soviet confrontation inplain Western decision-making during the

has been the dearth of primary sources. E\Jrope, and because the abatement of tBeisis®

contrast to the relative ease with which reC':risis, in the wake of the Cuban imbroglio, Federal agency decisions to declassify

searchers have won deqla§5|f|ca}t|pn OdeCld’ontributed to the environment for detentedocuments on the Berlin Crisis have not
ments on the Cuban Missile CriSisfforts laterin the decade. Berlin also embodied tHeeen spontaneous, but result primarily from
o optaln Fh_e release ofkey documents on ﬂf nsition from “massive retaliation” to “flex- a cooperative effort involving the National
Berlin Crisis have been repe_atedly blqcke le response” in U.S. and NATO military Security Archive, a foreign policy research
by U.S. government agencies. U.nt” re'strategy, with all that implied for conven-institute in Washington, D.C., and the
cently, U'.S' deqsmn-malgng on policy ©%ional and nuclear planning. That shift, ifMNuclear History Program at the University
ward Berlinremained eIuswg , SINCETesearchyy along with disagreements over the Benf Maryland’ With the NHP’s assistance,
ers could o.nly rely on.heawly screeqed f'l_eﬁn negotiations, added to the U.S-Frencthe NSA in 1989 began a systematic effort
a.lt th? National Archives .and pres.'c.jem'a{ensions that led to France’s departure frono: 1) request the declassification of all iden-
libraries, and on the memoirs of part|C|pant§\|ATo in 1966. Moreover, Berlin meant atifiable Berlin-related material withheld from
And—again, unti recently—prospectsgrowing role for West Germany in the infor-State Department and Joint Chiefs of Staff
mal mechanisms by which the U.S. andollections maintained at the National Ar-
more influential Allies coordinated NATO chives; 2) file Freedom of Information Act
policy. Atthe same time, the Crisis brough(FOIA) requests to federal agencies—par-
an end to Western efforts to reunify Gerticularly the State Department, the Penta-
many and enhanced the willingness of Algon, CIA, and the NSC—for significant
true for the archives of mass organizations Iike”ed_ (if not West_ German) policymakersdpcuments; and 3) initiatg mandatory re-
the unions of the Freier Deutscher tacitly to recognize the former Germarview requests to the Eisenhower and
Gewerkschaftsbunar the Freie Deutsche Democratic Republic (GDR). Kennedy Presidential Libraries for key docu-
Jugend® Since the number of countié&€ise in Until recently, the significance of thements in their collections.
East Germany will be reduced, some CountyBerIin Crisis made State Department and Since the National Security Archive and
archives are likely to be closed, and the survivalother federal agency officials very chary otollaborating researchers began making
of a large number of archives of formerly state- reIeasjng document; .describing. QiplomatiEOIA requests, _the State pepartmgnt (both
owned businesses or collective combines thatthé?egotlatlons and pol!tlcal and military conthrough t'he National Ar_ch|ves and |t.s own
Treuhandanstalis now dissolving, decentraliz- t!ngency plans. D_urmg t_hg 1958-1962 peFOIA office) and the Elsenhoyver Library
ing, or privatizing is likewise in question. riod, U.S. and Allied officials took greathave been the most responsive. For ex-
While some East German archivists may pains to prepare contingency plans for U.&mple, out of a total of 865 documents pre-
have welcomed the end of the restrictive user@nd Allied action in the event that the Eastiously withheld from decimal files at the
policy that was prescribed for decades by theGermans and Fhe Soviets _restricted Westelmtional Archives, the State'Departmen_t
Staatliche Archivverwaltungf the East German  &CCess to ?erlln or otherwise threatened thwas released 611 documents in whole_ orin
Ministry of the Interior, the new openness and Allied position there. Moreover, the U.S.part— exactly 70 percent. The remaining
easier accessibility ofthe archives confronts themparticipated in a series of inconclusive disdocuments are either under review or under
with new problems. During the last one-and-a- cussions with the Soviet;_on t'he problems afppeak Moreover, the Eisenhower Library
half years, the growing number of researchersBerlin and German reun|f|cat!on. Althoughhas expedited the releasel of a number of
revealed the limitations of archival facilities, the chances of a confrontation greatly diState Department and White House docu-
particularly of their reading rooms and technical minished after the 1971 Quadripartite Agreements formerly denied to researchers. In
ment on Berlin, U.S. government officialscontrast to the State Department and the

By William Burr*

Continued on page 25
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Eisenhower Library, the military agenciespreme Allied Commander General Laurishe State Department as the only agency that
the CIA, and the NSC have been extraordNorstad, which came into existence in Aprihas made a significant effort to release ma-
narily slow in processing requests for Berlill959 and ceased operations the day aftesrial relating to the Kennedy
documentation. Because those agencies @srmany was reunified. Documents on thiddministration’s Berlin policy. Indeed,
well as State) are still reviewing documentdyipartite (later quadripartite) planning bodywhen supplemented by the Kogan history,
new material on the Berlin Crisis will bedisclose the scope of LIVE OAK plans asecent Public Record Office releases, and
trickling in from the U.S. government for well as the diplomatic and political contextirthe Vienna summit record, new material
some time to come. which Allied military officials conducted from the State Department makes it possible
The new documentation is so varied anplanning. British records confirm what theto reconstruct the main lines of Kennedy’s
complex that it defies casual generalizatioAmerican documents only hint at: LondorBerlin policy. But little of the new docu-
or itemization in a few pages. One itenwas apprehensive that Norstad’s planningnentation offers direct evidence on
worth singling out, however, Brisis Over concepts would lead the Allies to a militaryjKennedy’s own thinking®
Berlin: American Policy Concerning thedisaster if a crisis materializét!. One of the most important recently de-
Soviet Threat to Berlin November 1958- New documents also clarify importantlassified documents is Dean Acheson’s re-
December 1962a top secret history pre-aspects of the Eisenhower Administration’gport to Kennedy on Berlin, dated 28 June
pared by Department of State historiaemphasis on negotiations to postpone, pr&961 and submitted a few weeks after the
Arthur J. Kogan during the late 1960s. Alvent, or even to solve a Berlin Crisis. Newienna meeting. When this document is
though unfinished? this six-part study has material adds detail to existing documentaead alongside the summit records, histori-
been almost completely declassified and ison on Allied efforts to concert negotiatingans may draw preliminary conclusions about
now an essential starting point for identifypositions, on Anglo-American debates ovethe degree to which the militant response
ing major developments and decisions, pathe possibility of a Great Power summit, omirged by Acheson and largely implemented
ticularly in the diplomatic and contingencyprivate meetings between Secretary of Stalby Kennedy was justified by Khrushchev’s
planning spheres. In addition, this study’€hristian Herter and Soviet Foreign Ministeremarks. Small portions of the Acheson
abundant footnoting makes it an invaluabl&ndrei Gromyko, and on the Eisenhowerreportremain classified, but the excisions do
guide to the primary sources. Khrushchev meetings at Camp David (whichot hide the arresting tone of the document.
One of the most important features of thare now declassified in their entirety). Docu©ne quote: “There is a substantial chance ...
new material is the documentation on Westnentation on preparations for the abortetthat the preparations for war and negotiation
ern contingency plans in the event the SovRaris Summit of May 1960 suggest the serdutlined here would convince Khrushchev
ets turned over to the GDR, by a peaceus difficulties involved in any effort to that what he wants is not possible without
treaty, control over the Berlin access routesolve the Berlin Crisis through negotiationswar, and cause him to change his purpose.
and the East Germans then impeded miliFhey present Eisenhower as flexible aboutEhere is, also, a substantial possibility that
tary or civilian traffic. The documents tell Berlin settlement but stymied by his unwill-war might result.*®
us much about the politics of inter-Alliedingness to challenge Konrad Adenauer’s  Another significant recent release of
contingency planning, especially U.S. conadamant commitment to the Berlin statukennedy era materials consists of Dean
cern about West German expectations agio. As Eisenhower explained to MacmillafrRusk’s memoranda of conversations among
well as controversies over tacit recognition April 1960: “If we let the Germans downU.S., Allied, and Soviet officials dating from
of the GDR and the use of force in a crisithey might shift their own position and everearly 1961 to the end of 1962. These include
over access to Berlin. Seeing the risk ago neutralistic. [Eisenhower] was very worthe record of most of the Rusk-Dobrynin and
relatively low, the Eisenhower Administra-ried about who would then hold the centraRusk-Gromyko “exploratory conversations”
tion accepted the danger of general nuclebastion in Europe!? in New York and Geneva, of talks between
war as the outcome of a military confronta-  Although the latest releases from th&romyko and Ambassador Llewellyn Th-
tion over Berlin because it believed that thaEisenhower Library and the National Ar-ompson in Moscow, and of quadripartite
risk was worth taking in order to deter thechives provide new information aboutand tripartite discussions of military contin-
Soviets. The documents also suggest thBtsenhower's thinking on the Berlin prob-gency plans and diplomatic strategy. This
the Allies, particularly the British, were lem, the same cannot be said about Kennedyaterial conveys well the anxious mood of
more worried about the possibility of warera documentation. Part of the problem witthe time, including Rusk’s fears of German
and rejected U.S. proposals for an advan@&zerlin Crisis documentation is that theneutralism. Most striking is Rusk’s state-
decision on the use of limited military forceKennedy Library’s management, unlike thatmentto West German Ambassador Wilhelm
to break through a blockade; Eisenhowesf the Johnson or Eisenhower Libraries, haSrewe that nuclear war would “mean the
and Dulles viewed such a decision as cruciahown relatively little practical interest inobliteration of Germany, not just injury to a
to their deterrence strategjy. declassifying the record of Kennedy’s forpiece of German territory.” Grewe then
Besides illuminating controversies beeign policy** Whereas many Berlin-related“made a sound indicating that this was ap-
tween foreign offices, the documents—indocuments have emanated from thpreciated.” Additional documentsdescribe
cluding those released at the British PubliEisenhower Library in recent years, the onlg Bonn-Washington flap in April 1962, when
Records Office—disclose the early histonsignificant recent release from the Kennedligh level German officials, dissatisfied with
of LIVE OAK, the top secret quadripartiteLLibrary has been the record of the Kennedyhe U.S. posture on talks with Moscow,
Allied military planning group led by Su- Khrushchev meetings at Vienna. This leavesmbarrassed the Kennedy Administration
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by leaking sensitive negotiating papers. Thigations, including the controversies oveand will not be clarified until additional
incident led to Grewe'’s resignatiéh. Soviet processing of Allied convoys atdocumentation becomes available. Among
The Rusk “memcons” provide detail orAutobahn checkpoints and the events th#ttese are the ways in which NSAM 109 was
the Kennedy Administration’s efforts toworkculminated in the tank confrontation atranslated into NATO policy as well as
with Allies in framing contingency plans Checkpoint Charlie on 27 October 1961Kennedy’s management of Berlin policy,
that would become the foundation of th&dhey reveal the debates among U.S. offparticularly negotiating strategy, from late
flexible response doctrine that shaped NAT®ials during November 1958 and Februarg961 forward. Just as significant is the
strategy from 1967 until 1991. Initially 1959 when the Soviets detained U.S. comuestion of intelligence operations and esti-
formalized in National Security Action voys because military authorities refused tmates. Most of the National Intelligence
Memorandum (NSAM) 109 on 20 Octobelet the Soviets inspect the contents of closdgstimates on Berlin are classified; until the
1961, the new contingency plans sharplyehicles. After the first incident, Gen.CIA makesthem available, we will not know
contrasted with the Eisenhowemorstad proposed that the U.S. test Soviebw the intelligence community assessed
Administration’s emphasis on generalntentions by sending in another convoyhe risksinvolved in courses of action under-
nuclear war and rejection of conventionalith closed vehicles and, if it was detainedaken by Eisenhower and Kennedy. In addi-
options in a conflict over Berlin. Althoughto extricate it with “minimum force.” In tion, the picture of U.S. policy will be frag-
NSAM 109 remains secret, the State Depantesponse, the State Department argued thméntary until more is known about U.S. and
ment declassified its main points by releaghis was “the wrong time, place, and issue ofillied intelligence operations and activities
ing the text of a briefing on Berlin planningwhich to resort to force’—and it prevailed.in the Berlin are&
given to President Kennedy in early AugusbDther material illustrates the complex series  Even if new releases of U.S. material
1962— just following another unsuccessfubf events that constituted the “Tailgate Crielucidate the obscure areas of American
series of Rusk-Gromyko discussions adis” of October-November 1963, perhapgolicy, our understanding of the Berlin Cri-
Geneva. Prepared by John Ausland of thbe last episode of the Berlin Crisis. Thisis will be necessarily incomplete until Eu-
Berlin Task Force, the briefing shows howvaltercation, occasioned by Soviet insistena®pean primary sources are available, par-
the Kennedy Administration sought to rethat U.S. soldiers dismount from trucks to bécularly those of the former Soviet Union
define and refine the nuclear deterrent byounted, showed Kennedy in the role of and its allies. With Soviet records it may be
finding alternatives to the threat of generatrisis manager, having to decide about senfessible to assess Marc Trachtenberg’s pro-
war that probably lacked credibility in Mos-ing convoys to test Soviet intentiofis. vocative thesis that U.S. nuclear sharing
cow. Thus, the Ausland briefing presented In a recent article, Raymond Garthofpolicy was a taproot of the Berlin Crigfsin
a multi-phased contingency plan, includingirgued that the October 1961 tank standadfddition, Soviet and East German docu-
covert operations, naval and economic couiat Checkpoint Charlie was more serious thaments may verify U.S. diplomatic reports of
termeasures, and non-nuclear operationstias been thought because both sides hddde 1958 that cited East German pressure as
GDR territory, with nuclear weapons re-mistaken perceptions of each other’s intercentral to understanding the timing of
sorted to only if other means fail&d. tions. Using the testimony of former SovieKhrushchev’s Berlin speech in November
New documents also illuminate the Walbfficials, Garthoff shows that Khrushchev19582° Certainly, Soviet records are neces-
Crisis of August 1961— the most infamoudad reason to fear a U.S. push through tlsary to grasp more fully Khrushchev’s inten-
and tragic moment of the Berlin Crisis andWall because Soviet intelligence had spotions and negotiating strategy as well as the
one which the contingency plans did noted U.S. Army units in Berlin covertly prac-impact of Soviet and Soviet bloc politics on
anticipate. As the number of refugees froricing such an exercise using bulldozer tank&hrushchev’s Berlin plans.
the GDR mounted during the summer oHowever understandable, Khrushchev was Soviet documents may also help ana-
1961, U.S. diplomats did not rule out thén error; local U.S. military authorities hadlysts evaluate the impact evaluate the impact
possibility that East Germany might imposelispatched the tanks only to enforce acces$ Americanactions, such as the U.S. mili-
“severe restrictions” on—if not actuallyto East Berlin by American officials. A tary buildup of 1961, on Soviet policy. De-
close—the border between East and Westcently declassified U.S. Army history pro-<lassified U.S. material discloses that after
Berlin. Declassified documents strengthemides more information on the events leadkennedy’s Berlin crisis speech of 25 July
the view that what most worried and suring up to the confrontation, but also con1961, Khrushchevwas “very upset” because
prised Washington policymakers was not sfirms the existence of contingency planningpe regarded itas an “ultimatum.” In Septem-
much the sector border closing itself, but thihat corresponds to covert exercises describbdr he wrote Kennedy urging a settlement of
bitter West German reaction which comby Garthoff. In late 1961, U.S. Army Berlinthe crisis through personal communications.
pelled the Administration hastily to impro-developed two operational plans (OPLANS)More than two weeks later, on October 16,
vise measures to alleviate a “crisis of confiene to force entrance into East Berlin at thkennedy wrote Khrushchev that the “alter-
dence.” As Rusk put it, “the immediateFriedrichstrasse crossing point, the otheratives [to a settlement] are so dire.” Subse-
problem was the sense of outrage that e¥designed for ‘nosing down’ designated quently, the Soviet leader withdrew the six-
isted in Berlin and Germany . . . It was noportions of the sector walf* month deadline for a German peace treaty
easy to know just what to dé®” Enough documents have been releasélaat he had established when he met with
Besides the Wall crisis, newly declassifor historians to delineate the main develogKennedy at Vienna. Access to Khrushchev
fied documents elucidate other incidents iments in the United States’ Berlin policy. material, the records ofthe Communist Party
the Greater Berlin area during both adminidNevertheless, certain areas remain obscu@entral Committee, as well as the complete
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Kennedy-Khrushchev correspondence, maly Except for_Marg Tr_achtenberg‘s important_ essayandum of Telephone Convgr;ation with Sec_y'DuIIes,”
helo resolve the mystery of whether the U_§The Berlin Crisis,” in hidistory and Strateg{Princ- 6 March 1959. See also Wllllam Burr, “Av0|d|ng the
b Ei ind d K% }}1/ h Il baiek eton: Princeton University Press, 1991), 169-234, th8lippery Slope: U.S. Contingency Planning at the Be-
ul up n _uce rushchev .tO pu * most significant work has been by political scientistginning of the Berlin Crisis Diplomatic History(forth-
Soviet files could also clarify the degreguch as Jack Schick, Hannes Adomeit, and Robevming, 1993).
to which the Berlin problem influencedSlusser. Michae_l Beschlo§sT$1e Crisis Y(_earséNew 12. Material on LIVE OAK may be found in 1960 gnd
Khrushchev's decision to deploy nucleaP(ork. Harper C0|||_ns,1991) is full of useful_mformatlon '1961 reco_rds of the British Chiefs of_Staff_Commlttee
ble Medium Range Ballistic Missil and analysis but its endnotes are sometimes confusiagwell as in Department of State decimal files for 1959.
capable e - g c ) SslléS g insufficiently specific. Early developments may be traced throughout the De-
(MRBMs) in Cuba in 1962. During and2. For the most complete documentation available grartment of State’Crisis Over Berlin Although
after the Cuban Crisis, the U.S. civilian an¢he Cuban Missile Crisis, s&&e Cuban Missile Crisis Briti_sh Defense 'Ministry files cqntain significgntinfo'r-
military intelligence anal wh im ctl%.z, The Ma_klng of.U.S. Policpublished by the mation on contingency plannmg‘, the_ Forelg_n Office
. y. g a yStS o estimate ational Security Archive and Chadwyck-Healey, Ltdhas not released the corresponding diplomatic records
Soviet intentions took it for granted thal i i
i g t(Washlngton, D.C., 1990). to the Public Records Office. Thus, records of impor-
Moscow had believed that the Cuban des. se&hrushchev Remembetsans., Strobe Talbott, tant Anglo-American ministerial discussions on Berlin
ployment would strengthen its hand in maklntro.,_ commentary and notes, Edward Crankshaw (Boplanning are apparently availab[e only inthe U.S. For
ina demand nthe W r rdina Berli n: Little, Brown, 1970), 452-6Khrushchev Remem- an overview _of L_IVE OAK‘_s history, see Gregqry
f? h .S OI the e.St Tga d g be If)i)ers: The Last Testame®trobe Talbott, ed. and trans.Pedlow, “Multinational Contingency Planning during
after t e”mISSI es V\_/ere !n place. A new XBoston: Little, Brown, 1974),487-508<hrushchev the Second Berlin Crisis: The Live Oak Organization,
declassified Army intelligence report de-Remembers: The Glasnost Tapeans. and ed. by 1959-1963,” paper presented at Nuclear History Pro-
picts a discomfited Khrushchev—surprisederrol_d L. Schecter with Vyacheslav V. Luchkov (Bosgram 3d Study and Review Conference, 28 June 1991.
by the U.S. non-nuclear Berlin buildup,ton' Little, Brown, 1990), 161-70. 13. Goodpaster, “Memorandum of Conference with

P " 4.See, e.g., Hope Harrisararticle on the SED archives the President, March 14, 1960,” 15 March 1960; Memo-
aware that the “missil favor h L . L
€ that the “missile gap” favored t S this issue, and Viadislav M. Zubok, “The New Soviefandum of Conversation, “Summit Negotiations,” 28

U.S. (and "‘that the .U.S. knew it"), COM-Eyidence on the Berlin Crisis, 1958-1962,” paper pré¥larch 1960. In a September 1959 conversation with
pelled to withdraw his Berlin deadline, anchared for the Conference on New Evidence on Cold W4#Senhower, Adenauer stated that he would consider a
determined to strengthen a “weak” deterHistory, Moscow, 12-15 January 1993. change ”]Iﬁle”é“ S.OthC“p'efj status, o bly "?‘Ccﬁpt";]g a

. . . . isi i ikgrsion of the Soviet free city proposal, only in the “the
rent posture by “installing his most reliable®- Thisis notto say thatthe State Departmentis releasig Yy prop Yy

issil . ba” With ~“everything; it has withheld some material in whole or ifOSt extreme emergency.” See DUSisis Over

missile SySte_m .m Cu_ a. W't out SOV'?tpart, but even substantial portions of the denied mater@griin, Ill, 4. ) o

documents, it will be impossible to know ifis being released through additional appeals. 14. This is no reflection on the archivists at JFKL who

such estimates were accurate. One hop@Jhe National Security Archive has recently publishe@® hard working and courteous.

that Soviet documents will clarify The Berlin Crisis, 1958-19§%Vashington, D.C., 1992). 15. In addition, during thg Ia_st few years the Defense
, ' To provide as comprehensive picture of Berlin po”CyDepartment has declassified in heavily excised form a

Khrushchev's plans and confirm or I'efl“'tQ'naking as possible, this 3,000-document collectioRumber of documents from the Maxwell Taylor Papers

the proposition that the Soviets were prepakoliates the most important material already available 8¢!d at the National War College. Copies of these are

ing militarily for a “face-off” over Berlin the National Archives and presidential libraries, amon Iso on file at the National Security Archive.

once the MRBMs were in Cuba other public sources, with a large number of newly.6- McGeorge Bundy, Memorandum for the Secretary

declassified documents. Most of the materials me@f State, 5 July 1961, Acheson report on Berlin at-
Although greater knowledge of the Berggneq in this essay are included in the set. Copies iched. For a perspective on Acheson's thinking at the

lin Crisis depends upon European, partiCutocuments declassified since the publicatiorToé  time, see McGeorge Bundyangerand SurvivdNew

larly Soviet, primary sources, there remaiferiin Crisisare on file at the National Security Ar- York: Random House, 1988), 372-76.

i hive, 1755 Massachusetts Ave. N.W., Suite 500, Wash?-_For the Rusk-Grewe exchange, see Memorandum
significant obstacles to a better understantlﬂn—gton' D.C. 20036, of Conversation. “Berlin,” 22 October 1961.

ing of U.S. policy, particularly during the 7 payig Rosenberg and Marc Trachtenberg, both assi8- Memorandum of conversation by Foy Kohler, 13
Kennedy period. Although the CIA nowciated with NHP, played central roles by generousl§Pril 1962; Embassy Bonn to Secretary of State, Nos.
has a professed policy of openness, it gharing released material that they obtained throu$472 and 2504, 13and 18 Aprll1962;Secreta.ryof8tate
likely that considerable pressure from schofO!A requests. In addition, Max Holland was extraorl® Embassy Bonn, No. 3095, 12 May 1962; Jack M.
. 3 dinarily generous in sharing material garnered frorechick, The Berlin Crisis, Philadelphia: University of
ars and other interested groups will have tey efforts. Pennsylvania Press, 1971, 200-02.
be exerted before the Agency releases sig-Most of this material is from State Department filed9: J-C. Ausland to Mr. Hillenbrand, “Briefing for
nificant historical material on the Cold War covering the years 1957 through 1959. The DepartmeResident on Berlin," 2 August 1962. John Ausland

; : .of State has not yet released material from after §enerously provided a copy of the briefing, among
Another problem is the Kennedy lel’al’y.December 1959. Y other documents. See also, U.S. Air Force, “History of

until its management chooses to make dg: some material has been undergoing review for dhe Directorate of Plans, Deputy Chief of Staff, Plans
classification a priority, studies of Kennedyinordinate period of time. In April 1988, the NSAand Programs, HQ USAF, Volume 22, 1 July 1961-31
foreign policy will be hindered by lack of requestedthe Pentagon to declassify the JCS's historydfcember 1961,” 48-51.  For the Kennedy

e Berlin Crisis. This request remains under reviewadministration’s August 1962 assessment estimate that
access to key documents. Whenthese Ordl%j Originally, Crisis Over Berlinwas to include a the Soviets were uniikely to “abandon caution” over

nizations become more responsive t0 th&yenth volume on the period late 1961 through the eRrlin, although there was a danger that they could
scholarly community and when we haver 1962, as well as an introductory volume givingMiscalculate risks, see Raymond L. Garthoftelli-
more foreign and particularly Soviet docubackground onthe Crisis. Unfortunately, Kogan did ndi€nce Assessment and Policymaking: A Decision Point

. . i ; ; in the Kennedy AdministratiofWashington, D.C.:
ments, we may finally learn how n_have the opp(_)rtunlty to prepare this material. _ i Sa
y finally fea just how da 11. For the discussion of risk, the use of force in U.$rookings Institution, 1984), 37, 42.
gerous the Berlin Crisis was. contingency planning and the inter-Allied debate, se?0- See John C. Ausland, “Discontent in East Ger-

, JCS 1907/158, “State-Defense-JCS Ad Hoc Working@ny,” 18 July 1961, and Moscow Embassy Telegram
* I would like to thank Tomoko Onozawa for her Groyup Report on Possible Courses of Action on Berlin 258, 24 July 1961. For Ruskstatement, Department
research assistance. | also thank David Rosenbeiy November 1958; DOSyrisis Over Berlinl, 97-99;  of StateCrisis Over BerlinVl, 86. In 1959, when State
Marc Trachtenberg, and Georg Schild, all associategpstance of Discussions of State-Joint Chiefs of Stalfepartment officials had considered the possibility that
with the Nuclear History Program (NHP), for sharingMeeting...,” 14 January 1959; J. N. Greene, Memorarke Soviets might close the Berlin sector border, they
their insights about the Berlin Crisis. dum for Mr. Herter, 6 March 1959; and Herter, “Memo- Continued on page 32
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EAST GERMAN ARCHIVES pranational organizations and foreign courtake place in the near future. Personal pa-
Continued from page 21 tries that the Stasi had in its possession, if tipers, however, including the important pa-

equipment, and the mounting number ofederal Republic is bound by internationapers of Walter Ulbricht, Otto Grotewohl,
inquiries regarding legal and property quesreaty to protect their confidentiality. Alsoand Wilhelm Pieck, which were donated to
tions, especially rehabilitation and exproexcepted will be secret West German doctihe SED archive, are unlikely to be removed
priation matters, greatly increased thenents, East German court and attorneyffom the ZPA's collections. The current
workload of the archives’ personnel. Aryecords, files on agents of West German @ccess situation is rather complicated: some-
additional task will be the compilation of pjied intelligence services, and documenttimes the 30-year rule is applied, sometimes
new or updated inventories and finding aidgn methods and techniques of intelligencehere is no time limit, sometimes no access is

The formerZentrales Staatsarchiv, gathering, counter intelligence, and terrorallowed at all, and sometimes finding aids
Dienststelle Potsdajthas been integratedism, but only if the Federal Minister of theare withheld. How a change in ownership
into the Bundesarchivand now forms its |nterior decides in each case that the disclevill affect the accessibility of the records is
Sections Ill and VReutsches Reici867/ syre of a document would be detrimental tas yet uncertain.
71-1945, andDeutsche Demokratische Germany’s national security. Administra-  The East German state archives, fol-
Republik, 1945/49-1990, respectively).tive and policy records of the Stasi not contowing long-suppressed federative prin-
Thus, the records of most of East Germanyigining personal information (i.e.ciples, readopted their traditional name
central governmental agencies have becomgchvorgangewill be open to researchers,Landeshauptarchivin Mecklenburg-
part of the holdings of thBundesarchiv a5 will be copies of personal records fronvorpommern, Brandenburg, and Saxony-
Exceptions are the records of the East Gefzhich names have been deletednhalt; in Dresden and in Weimar, they
man Ministry for Foreign Affairs, which (personenvorgange) Personal records of reclaimed their old designatioB&chsisches
have been acquired by therchiv des former Stasi officials or beneficiaries and oHauptstaatsarchivand Thiiringisches
Auswartigen Amtsindthose of thidationale  personalities of contemporary historical inHauptstaatsarchiv EachLand also main-
Volksarmegwhich for the time being are terest (Personen der Zeitgeschichte)ill tains a number dtaats-or Landesarchive.
under the custody of tieundeswehrAllof 3150 be accessible. The 30-year rule will ndtor the four-and-a-half decades from 1945
these source materials will remain in Berlingpply to the Stasi files, but documents wilto 1990, their holdings consist of two large
Although they are not presently available fopnly be available for research after they hawecord groups: the records of thander
research, they will eventually be accessiblgeen screened. This of course will take songwvernments on the one hand, and the files
in accordance with the federal law governime, since the Stasi archives contain moref the fifteen district(Bezirk) administra-
ing the archives and the 30-year rule. Th@an 540 million feet of material. tions (including East Berlin), which were
Bundesarchivhas also absorbed the  The Stasi files will be crucial for any established after tHeinderwere abolished
Staatliches Filmarchiv der DDRNd now  scholar dealing with the history of the GDRjn 1952, on the othér.
possesses 125,000 documentary and featyighough if viewed isolated from the SED  The records of theanderinclude the
films. TheStiftung PreuRischer Kulturbesitzparty records, these files will not even allovpapers of thé.anderassemblies that were
willsoonreceive the holdings of tentrales  for an adequate analysis of the history anelected in 1946. Minutes of their sessions
Staatsarchiv, Dienststelle ly Merseburg. functioning of the Ministerium fiir and committee meetings reflect the intense
They willthen once again be deposited in thgtaatssicherheitself. The task of this min- conflicts over land reform and collectivism,
PrussiaitGeheimes Staatsarchivherethey stry was to safeguard the absolute politicaxpropriations, and de-Nazification in the
were kept until 1945. power of the SED, and it was set up accor@arly postwar period. Particularly telling are

The Federal Commissioner for thangly by resolutions of the party’s Politburothe files of the ministers president. From
Records of the State Security Agency (Stasihd directives of its Central Committee. BuL948/49 onward, they show the ever-in-
of the former GDRBundesbeauftragter fir || these basic documents are in the SE&easing tendency to strengthen the Com-
die Unterlagen des Staatssicherheitsdienst@gchive, which is still administered by themunist central power to the disadvantage of
der ehemaligen Deutschen DemokratischeSEpD's successor organization, tRartei theLandergovernments. They also provide
Republik)has custody of its files. They arejes Demokratischen SozialisnBBS). The insight into the deep changes brought about
stored in the central archives of the formetentral Party Archive(Zentrales Partei- by the KPD/SED and the Soviet Military
Ministerium flir Staatssicherheit Berlin  archiv,ZPA) is located in thinstitut fir die  Administration (SMAD), which transformed
andinregionalarchives inthe former districeschichte der Arbeiterbewegungerlin, the East German anti-fascist-democratic so-
capitals of Rostock, Schwerin,the former Institut fur Marxismus- ciety into a socialist one. Of special interest
Neubrandenburg, Magdeburg, Potsdameninismus Since the largest amount ofin this context are the orders of the SMAD,
Frankfurt/Oder, Erfurt, Halle, Leipzig, SED party records can hardly be separatachich are otherwise only available in the
Cottbus, Dresden, Suhl, Gera, and Chemnitgom state records, and since decisive docafchives of the former Soviet Union, where
Accessto these files is governed by a speciglents are more likely to be found in the SEEhey once were or still are classified as top
law, the so-calleGtasi-Unterlagen-Gesetz Central Committee files than in the recordsecret.
which theBundestagpassed on Decemberof GDR ministries, a partial change in the  Other collections include the correspon-
20, 1991. According to this law, the Stashwnership of the SED archive in favor of thelence between theindergovernments and
records will be available for research—witlByndesarchiv or the East Germanthe German central administrations, the pre-
the exception of documents of inter- or surandesarchives quite probable and maydecessors of the GDR ministries; the files of
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tween the East Germaénderand the three also contain indirect information on key poDeutsche Archive in West und Ost:  Zur
Western zones; and the very importariitical decisions, while the correspondingentwicklung des staatlichen Archivwesens
records of th&&nderministries of the inte- primary documents were kept in the secreieit 1945 (Dusseldorf, 1972)Lexikon
rior, which, as levers of power, were confiles of the central authorities and destroyedrchivwesen der DDRBerlin, 1979);
trolled by Communist functionaries whoperiodically. They reflect, in many ways, thélfaschenbuch Archivwesen der DBer-
made the decisions about personnel angrisings in the GDR on June 17, 1953, arlth, 1970); and a special inventory Albert
were responsible for the fundamentain Hungary in 1956, as well as the measurdsinstein in Berlin 1913-1933: Regesten der
changes in the East German economic, lthat were taken on August 13, 1961, to se&instein-Dokumente in Archiven der DDR
gal, and educational system. Interestinglgff Eastfrom West Berlin, culminating in the(Berlin, 1979). Among the inventories of
enough, there are no records in these files aonstruction of the Berlin Wall. Finding state archives (the titles of the publications
the unconstitutional abolition of the Eastids, usually in the form of card indicesrefer to the archives’ former names) are
GermanLénder and the establishment ofmake this record group accessible. It iBbersicht iiber die Bestande des Deutschen
the districts, which was planned and carriedvailable for research, but rules for the pra&Zentralarchivs Potsdam; Spezialinventar des
out by the ministries of the interior. Recordsection of personal data and the 30-year rulgtaatsarchivs Potsdam zur Geschichte der
fromthe plebiscite in Saxony in 1946, whictapply. blrgerlichen Parteien und Verbande in
are also in this collection, reveal how the  One more component of the holdings obeutschland bis 1945and inventories of
Soviet-German stock companies weréhe Landes-and Staatsarchiveshould be theBrandenburgisches Landeshauptarchiv
founded, which, under the pressure of thmentioned: the records of the socializeth Potsdam (from its beginnings until 1945),
occupying power, transferred economicallyndustries and state-owned businesses. Théke Sachsisches Landeshauptarchind its
crucial heavy industry plants from Germarwill be of utmostimportance to the scholar ofubordinateLandesarchive and the
to Soviet-dominated ownership, but ndhe GDR’s economic and social historyLandesarchiin Rudolstadt. An inventory
material could be found on the enormougVhile several thousand business archived the Deutsche Akademie der
East German reparation payments to theere established in 1950, only a limitedVissenschaften zu Berlinay be consulted
Soviet Union. There is hope, however, thatumber have survived. These include that the Institute, as well as th¢andbuch
somelLander provenances may be recov+ecords ofthe Carl-Zeiss-Jena company; shifi982-1986 of the Academy of Arts and
ered from the files of the Central Office foryards on the coast of the Baltic Sea; heavinding aids for a number of literary hold-
Reparations (Zentrales Amt flr machinerybusinesses; mining companies aimtys, among them the papers of Arnold
Reparationenpand the East German minis-chemical combines of the potassium indugweig, Leo Weismantel, and Willi Bredel.
tries. try in Saxony-Anhalt, Saxony, and ThuringiaAlso available is an inventory of the papers
The archival materials of the districtthe metallurgical and petrochemical comef Friedrich von Schiller in th&oethe- und
administrations (1952-1990) form the secbines on the Oder; the lignite and energ®chiller-Archivin Weimar.
ond highly significant record group in thecombines in Lusatia; and the textile industry ~ The Institute has also purchased inven-
East Germahandes-andStaatsarchivéor in Saxony. They are complemented by ateries ofthe city archives of Bitterfeld, Erfurt,
the history of the GDR. The administrationghival materials of state-owned farms an#ialdensleben, Lauenburg/Elbe, and
of the districts and the counties were suboferest enterprises. Itis important to note that/eiman; if unpublished, they were kindly
dinate agencies of the centralized state. the records of banks and other financial instphotocopied by the archives. The city ar-
was their obligation to carry out the directutions are missing. chive of Leipzig, one of the largest munici-
tives of the Council of Ministers and the  Since thédkademie der Wissenschaftemal archives in Germany, deserves special
party leadership. For this reason, theifAcademy of Sciences) and té&ademie credit. It provided the Institute with a com-
records present themselves in far greateer Kiinste der DDRAcademy of Arts of the plete set of photocopies of its typewritten
uniformity than the records of the&inder, GDR) are currently being dissolved, the fufinding aids, which amount to more than
and their informational value is secondaryure status of their archives is uncertair2,000 pages. They include an inventory of
compared to the holdings of the SED partfhey may either be divided between existinjohann Sebastian Bach's papers at the ar-
archive. These administrations were chainstitutions, like the manuscript divisions ofchive; a list of sources on the history of the
acterized by a large number of specializethe two branches of the Prussian State Lpook trade and censorship in Leipzig from
divisions; for instance, internal affairs, ecobrary and the Academy of Arts, or they maghe sixteenth to the nineteenth century; find-
nomics, agriculture and forestry, commercege turned over to a future Academy of Scing aids to sources on the impact of the
transport, finance, culture, education, andncesin Berlin. There are no indications th&rench Revolution in Leipzig, 1789-1805;
public health. The chiefs of these divisionshe status of university archives will bethe city’s occupation by French troops in
formed a council, and the minutes of thehanged, but they are more accessible nd806; events of the war in 1813; the state of
council meetings are the most importanthan they were before 1989. unrest in Leipzig in 1830/31 and 1845 as
records of the districts and counties. Al-  Over the past one-and-a-half years, theell as the revolutionary events in 1848/49;
though the councils had to deal with a broa@erman Historical Institute has continued itfinding aids to records of the city’s bureau of
spectrum of issues, their concern with eccefforts to acquire inventories and findingcriminal investigation, 1810-1852, its trade
nomic matters grew steadily with the in-aids of East German archives. For its generahd industry court, 1863-1927, and its mer-
creasing preeminence of the plannetkference section, the library was able tohants’ court, 1904-1927; and, finally, find-
economy. The minutes of their meetingsbtain copies of Friedrich Kahlenberg’sng aids to the records of the assembly and
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council of the city of Leipzig and its districtsUnfortunately, as the Cold War progressed, the GDRar_ty Archive_s met with representatives from t_he PDS
(Stadtverordnetenversammlung und Rat d%ppped its archivists from attending German Archivalegional archives and reported on the following: a)
L. ays, especially designed to maintain high levels d¥laterials from the archives in Rostock, Schwerin, and
Stadt Leipzig, 1945-1970, and professional archival cooperation. By 1961, with tenNeubrandenburg are now under the control of an archi-
Stadtbezirksversammlungen und Rat defons leadingto the erection of the Berlin Wall, archivaval specialist in Bolz/Kries Sternberg (Address: 0-
Stadtbezirke]1957-1970). cooperation betweecrj] the two statez corlllapsrtleld. X \2/721 Bolz/Krs. (Ssternberg,\(;lr: LVZd(;r F(’)DZS7I\5/Ifc§Iehnberg—
; ; ; In 1950, according to Dr. Friedrich Kahlenberg,Vorpommern, Grosses Moor 2-6, O- chwerin,
The I.n.StltUte. IS p'reparlng a segond, er]I;res,ident of the Germegm Bundesarchiv, the East Cgeelephone 894/5315); b) Since 1 January 1992, as a
larged edition of it&uide to Inventories and mans created the National Archival Fonds, which esesult of an agreement between the regional leaders of
Finding Aids of German Archiveand, as sentially placed all of East Germanys archival materthe PDS and the regional Land Archive, the records
much as possible, will pay special attentionls—encompass_ing cent_ra_l stat_e, district, munic_ipafrom the PDS archive_sin Potsda_m, Frankfurt/Oder, and
to the published as well as unpublished m&ass organization, spmahzed industry a?d busme@ottpus have been. integrated into the Potsdam Land
. . archives—under the direction of the GDR’s Interior Archive (Address: Brandenburgisches Landes-
terial of East German archives that was ngjinistry. By 1976, this National Archival Administra- hauptarchi Potsdam, Sansouci, Orangerie, 0-1500
available at the time when the guide’s firstions had become highly centralized and run by politiPotsdam, telephone 023/22971/229722 or LV der PDS
edition was compiled_ cally reliable members of the East German Sociali®randenburg, Johannes-Dieckmann-Allee, 3, 0-1501
Unity Party (SED). Despite political and ideologicalPotsdam, telephone: 023/22448/22028); ¢) In Sachsen-
" These observations are based on the Institute’s CorPr_essures, the system remained remarkably profesnhalt, the archives are waiting on a decision from the
d ith G hi d the followi Sonal and well-organized. In the West, the decentraprivatization agency Treuhandanstaih the mean-
fnpotnr_elnc_e YJVI h_re}]méan alg? |vsets "?‘”Akt i_ oDowmged federalist archival tradition flourished. The differ-time, the archive is being supervised by PDS archival
unﬁ]girlﬁlisc-he Eoftl)ce Ider DaDuFlk:)e;beitZ?von l?/la-rgar:tse ent archival Lander adminis_trations met biannqally aapecialists.—(Address: Leninallee 70, 0-4020 Halle,
Steinhausen und Hubertus Knabe (Reinbek bei Ha the Conference of the Archival Department Chiefs ofelephone: 0046/8362581 and Gerhard-Hauptmann
burg, 1991); Friedrich Beck, “Archive und archivalischghe. Un|<_)n, and by the 19805,_a h_|gh degree of leg&itrasse 16,0—3060_I\/Iagd‘ebu1_’g,te_Iephone: 0091/_3222_3);
Que]lenlaée in den ne,uen Bundeslandern Zl4Iunn‘orm|ty had developed. (Friedrich P. Kahlenbergg) Sachsen: the financial situation of the archives in
zeitgeschichtlichen Forschung,” Der Archivar 44 ‘Democracy and Federalism: Changes in the Nationﬁ)resden(Devriens?rasse 2,0-8_010 Dresden, telephone:
(1991):411-28; Friedrich P’ Kahlenberg ‘.DaSArchivaI System in a United GermanyAmerican 0051/48555_324),Le|p2|g (Karl-Liebknecht-Strasse 143,
Bundeslarchivnéch dem3 Oktt).ber1990 "inib’id 52ﬁrchivist(Winter 1992), 72-84.) 0-7030_ Leipzig, telephone: 0941/3988262(_)) and
36 Mitchell G. Ash and Ulrich Geyer “ll'he Cu.r’rent _ _ _ . Chemnitz (Brueckenstrasse 12, 0—901_0 Chemnitz, tele-
Sit‘uation inthéArchives of the NewGe’rman States ,,i2. Since this article was written, the German Bundestaghone: 0071/6552587 or 6552239) is extremely un-
Arbeitskreis Nachkriegsgeschichte—News|etfé/- ’ r(‘lln January 1992) and Bundesrat (in March 1992$table_ a_nd urgent. The archivi_sts are working ynde_ra
ter 1991):2-5; John Connelly, “Working in the Eas assed an amendment to the Federal German archixary ||m|§ed contract. e) Thueringen: the archives in
German Arcr,mives " in ibid 67 “Gesetz iiber die aw which went into effect on 28 Ma_rch 1992. _TheErfurt (Eislebner Strasse _1, 0-5066 Erfurt, telephone:
Unterlagen des Ste{atssicher-r;eitsdienstesderehemaliamendmem created a dependent “Stiftung Archiv d€061/5732287), Suhl (Wilhelm-Pieck-Strasse 42, 0-
Deutschen Demokratischen Republik (Stasi?%r}teien und Massenorganisationen der DDR” (Ar6017 Suhl, telephone 0966/518493 and Gera
Unterlagen-Gesetz, StUG) vom 20. Dezember 1991chive of the Foundation for East German Parties andmthorstrasse 42, 0-6017 Gera_, telephone 0966/
in Bundesgesetzbl"’;ltﬂ'eil L Nr 67.(December o8 Mass Organization) within the existing West Germa15184§_)3) have new staff and archive use has grown
1991): and recent articles i’n veirious German NeWS’pB_undesarchiv. Although not independent, the newteadily. In Thueringen, there have been ‘demand‘s on
’ %tiftung will provide the financial and legal means forthe government to take over the PDS archive and limit

pers and magazines. securing the archives for researchers and scholaecess by passing new restrictive legislation. Itappears
According to Mannheim historian Hermann Weberthatthese individual archives will eventually be brought
Notes by Stephen Connors: however, problems remain. On 31 December 1991, famto the national “Stiftung” so that the archives will be

example, the “Bibliotek im Haus Koellnischen Park”preserved properly. Questions remain about the future
1. Immediately following World War 11, the national closed. The library contains over 400,000 volumesf oth_er area al_'chivesthe Betrieb_s-, Kreis-,_ and
archives in each of the four occupied zeagsneri- including records from the Socialist Unity Party’s highGemeindeararchiven, as well as various collections and
can, French, British, and Sovietoncentrated their School, the Academy of Sociology, and some files frorfibraries that have sprung up since 1989. All of these
efforts on securing the archives that had been damag‘é’kﬁ’ Central Committee of the SED. The library alsenstitution are facing financial difficulties. (“Um die
during the war. On the Lander level, Schleswig-HoI-Comai”S over 85,000 historical tracts, 36,000 books afukunft der ehemaligen SED—Bezi_rk_sparte?archive"
stein, Lower Saxony, and North Rhine-Westphalia egconomics, 17,000 periodicals, and over 30,000 phildon the Future of the Former Socialist Unity Party
tablished new archives under the control of the MiniSophical tracts. Similarly unavailable at present are tiieegional Archives]Mitteilungen des Foerderkreises
tries of culture or the Prime Minister's office. In Easthewspaper/magazine clippings of the Gesamtdeutschg&rchive und Bibliotheken zur Geschichte der
Germany, the Central Archive set up in Potsdam on Igstitute in Berlin, now housed in various cellars orArbeiterbewegung) (March 1992), 7-8.)

May 1946 became East GermasyReichs-Archiv, or Fehrbelliner Platz. Otr_ler archlv_es, such as the States
Attorney General archive, remained closed. In short,

national archive, but only within the Soviet zone. Late, . . !
renamed the German Central Archive, it soon houseFHany gaps St.'“ e?<|st, particularly among the party and
. . - " ass organization records at the regional level.
materials from the Secret Archive, or Geheime « )
Staatsarchiv, which was the former Central Archive fo Hermann Weber, *Immer Noch Probleme mi
Prussia ' Archiven,” [Problems Still Exist with the Archives]
. . hland Archi ne 1992 .
In West Germany, the Bundesarchiv, or Federa'?eUtSC and Archiv @lune 1992), 580.) _ _ - _
Archive, was established in Koblenz in June 1952. T “Does this business of declassifying have anything to

Federal Archive soon obtained most of the archiv% EZ;ZQE _ﬁ)ﬁ|2lsor;%?]ifnh?5?)8;0”01261%;2? §§ewith the theory of class struggles or what?”
collections of the former German Reich within the -0 ' Y ’ a — Fidel Castro, to conference on the Culjan

territory of the new Federal Republic, as well as thy < oS Of specific individuals. Nearly 2,300 staff 1\/Iissile Conference, Havana, Cuba, January 1992

’ . ) . Working to fulfill these requests. Joachim Gauck,
collections of the Allied Occupation Forces, whic . .
included the files of the former Reich. the Nazi Part;federal director of the Stasi files, expects to have 3,500

and the Wehrmacht. From 1947 until 1957, there We%taf_f working full time in the near future. (*Die

. Srgangenheit in der Gegenwart” [The Past in the
regular professional contacts between East German algresent]DeutschIand Archiv 4April 1992), 436-40
West German grch|V|sts. Quite remarkably, bOt.h thgnd “Return of the Prodigal Son Jeopardised by Stasi
Central Archive in Potsdam and the Federal Archive IP“e » German Tribung6/5/92, 4.)
Koblenz, keeping in mind the possibility of eventual T
reunification, developed technical archival improve-

ments that could be implemented at both Iocationé.' In February 1992, representatives from the Central

Historians of the World, Unite!
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SED Archives The 15th and 16th plenums in July and At first he says that there is nothing and
Continued from page 20 September 1953 make incredibly excitingshould keep my topic narrow and not go off
giving up their ideas, just as the Sovieteading. Various members of the party leaan tangents. (Who is he to decide this?!) |
Union also won't give up its ideas. Theership argued vigorously with each othetell him that this absolutely is not a tangent,
Soviet Union is always giving in on itsaboutthe causes ofthe 17 June 1953 uprisibgt central to my topic. He asks me what
policies. It should finally for once and foragainst Communist rule in East Berlin anéxactly | want to see. So, | tell him. Then he
all pushthemthrough. Hopefullyitwill stayEast Germany. Rudolf Herrnstadt (the edshows me some trivial items, like formal
strong on the Berlin questioA.Many oth- tor-in-chief of the party newspapbleues birthday greetings to Zaisser when he was in
ers asked: “Doesn't the stationing of rockebeutschlanyland Wilhelm Zaisser (the Stasipower. | keep pushing, though: there MUST
weapons in the GDR stand in conflict to thehief) tried unsuccessfully to defend thembe some files on him. Are they only in the
Potsdam Treaties?”Often, it's clear, the selves. The insecurity among the East Getasi archives (those that haven't been de-
official propaganda did not sink in veryman leaders, it is clear, deepened after tis&royed, thatis), or are there some here in the
quickly or effectively. June 17 uprising. If it happened once, theyarty archives? Then, a few minutes later,
There is increasing unease here as feared, it could happen again. (Ernshe returns with a xerox of an index card with
whether and when the archives will be closedollweber, in the excerpt from his memoirsa list of files on Zaisser, a.k.a. “Gomez” in
by theTreuhandanstaltthe agency set up published irBeitrage zur Geschich{€on- the Spanish Civil War in the late '30s! Some
after reunification by the Federal Republidributions to History, says that this was of them had “G”"s after them, for
to privatize the assets of the East Germayarticularly the case with Ulbricht.) The"Gesperrt—closed. He says they were
state. A group of supporters of the archive®6th (March 1956), 33rd (October 1957)personnel files, and could only be seen by
has been formed/erein zur Férderung von and 36th (June 1958) plenums dealing witparty members, | ask: “But what's in them?”
Archiven und Bibliotheken zur Geschicht¢he aftermath of the Soviet 20th Party CorHe replies: “Nothing, just personnel stuff,
der Arbeiterbewegung e.¥he Group for gress are equally interesting, and theothing that would be interesting to you.” |
the Promotion of Archives and Libraries orlWollweber and Schirdewan excerpts pubanswer: “But party policy regarding Zaisser
the History of the Labor Movement) to keegished inBzGfrom accounts by Wollweber is exactly what | want to see.” He says that
the archives open and independent. Righnhd Karl Schridewan usefully supplemenZaisser’s wife is still alive and may be writ-

now, the facility is only guaranteed to stayhe archival material. ing something about him, implying that |
openthrough December. After lunchtoday, would need her permission to see Zaisser’'s
| asked one of the archivists if he could helganuary 24, 1992 files. As we sitthere looking at this xerox of

me find something. He said that I should ask  I've just finished Herrnstadt's book andan index card on my desk listing Zaisser’s
someone else, since he is so worried abodécide that Zaisser’s (Stasi Chief 1950-53)les, he folds it up and puts it in my folder—
losing his job that he had a beer with lunclnd Erich Mielke’s (Stasi number two man imot wanting anyone to see it. So, I've been

and was not up to clear thinking. the 1950s, who became chief in 1958) noteequesting some of these files. | may request
fromthe 1950s and especially 1953 would b&ome of the closed ones, and see if he gives
November 26, 1991 important for me to see.  Zaisser anthem to me anyway. Might as well try.

The ratification of the Paris TreatiesHerrnstadt, both of whom were in the
(making West Germany independent, arme®olitbiiro, were ousted from power a couplgebruary 12, 1992
and a member of NATO) by the West Gerof weeks after the June 17 uprising. As head It has become clear that the assump-
man parliamentin February 1955was clearlgf the Stasi, Zaisser was blamed for ndions in the Western literature about near
a turning point in East German and Sovidtaving foreseen and prevented the revolbtal Soviet control of East Germany are
thinking about the possibility of reunifica- Both were blamed for being “capitulationist’correct*®* Throughout the 1950s at least one
tion. All of the Soviet and East Germarand wanting to give East Germany up t&oviet representative satin on East German
secondary literature says this, and it is absoapitalist West Germany—the same chargdeolitbiro and plenum meetings. In Septem-
lutely confirmed in the documents. Theren which Soviet KGB chief Beria was ar-ber 1953 Fred OelR3ner, the SED Central
are many references before the ratificatiorested in late June and subsequently eommittee secretary for press and radio,
about how it would change matt®rand ecuted? Basically, Zaisser and Herrnstadteceived a detailed 12-page outline (“On the
many discussions of plans to deal with théelt that Ulbricht was a total dictator, thatQuestion of the Press of the GDR") from the
changed situation afterwatt. power had to be more equitably shared, ar®bviets about how the press should be struc-

The Central Committee plenums arghat the country needed more democractured, including descriptions of every type
filled with discussions of economics. PartyThe Soviets actually supported this line if article the press should publi%h Simi-
officials constantly talked about how theyMay and early June, and even considerdarly, in 1957 there was a conference of
had to improve the economic situation. Theiremoving Ulbricht in early June—until theSoviet and East German diplomats in which
vocabulary was so defensive about the Wesprising, at which point the Soviets becamthe Soviets told the East Germans all the
German and U.S. imperialist enemy anftightened of losing East Germany and threwroblems with the East German Foreign
about how they had to keep fighting andll their eggs into Ulbricht’s basket. | haveMinistry and how it should be ruf.
defending themselves. How could theypeen reading a lot on the events of May-June
keep fighting? They saw enemies everyt953, and decide to try to see Zaisser’s fileBebruary 25, 1992
where. So, | ask one of the archivists. Aside from the arguments going on in
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the Central Committee plenums, the modtast German loyalty to the Soviets is repowers that the control routes of U.S. mili-
interesting things | have found here are rdlected in the archival documents about th&ry patrols be immediately stopped on the
ports from the East German embassy iBast German treatment of a high-level ChiHelmstedt-Berlin stretch. The present situ-
Peking. There has been much speculationmese delegation in 1961, at the height of thegion in which jeeps with U.S. control offic-
Western literature about the influence of th8ino-Soviet split. There are pages and pagess are accompanied by a Soviet vehicle
Sino-Soviet split in the late 1950s and earlgf Chinese complaints about terrible treatdoes not improve the situatiot.”
1960s on Soviet policy towards Germanynent—being ignored, seated in the back of Ulbricht's letter came just a few days
and on East German-Soviet relations. Thhe room “behind the Yugoslav traitors,” notafter the brief but tense U.S.-Soviet tank
argument goes that Mao’s revolutionary zeddeing given time to speak to the press, haeonfrontation at Checkpoint Charlie, where
made Khrushchev look like he was sellingng no food on their return flight home, etca dispute over American transit rights in
out to the West, so Khrushchev launched the Berlin escalated dramatically before it was
Berlin Crisis to prove how tough he couldMarch 6, 1992 defused via backchannel communications
be. Was there some sort of hard-line politi-  The archivists here may not be great dtetween Khrushchev and John F. Kennedy,
cal alliance between the Chinese and Easbming up with revealing documents, buand may have reflected irritation at Moscow’s
Germans to push Khrushchev to take a hardirey are very good about introducing you thandling of that episod&.But | suspect that
stance on West Berlin and on the Germameople working on similar topics. This mornthe letter should be seen in the context of the
guestion generally? ing, as one of the archivists had suggestedgtowing tensions between Moscow and Pe-
To test these theories | have been loolspoke with a Prof. Kriiger, who worked inking, for in documents surrounding the let-
ing at documents on China, particularly théhe East German Foreign Ministry on Eader, there are strong hints that Ulbricht's
embassy reports from Peking, which for th&erman-Chinese relations and has studiéacreased feelings of strength and indepen-
most part are much more detailed and intethose ties in 1957-58. | told him of mydence were connected to the Sino-Soviet
esting than the comparable reports | havieustration with reading reports in which thesplit?° At a meeting of Communist and
seen from the East German embassy Bast German ambassador in Peking sawdbrkers’ parties in Moscow shortly before
Moscow. As one former East German dipthings such as, “They were confused abothe letter was written, the Soviets were on
lomat told me, this may be because policthe issue of a peace treaty and West Berlithe defensive due to China’'s charges of
regarding the Soviet Union was made not &b | explained our policy, and then theyeing dictatorial in the communist world but
the East German embassy in Moscow, buinderstood and agreed,” without ever writweak vis-a-vis the capitalist world. After-
back in Berlin. The envoys in Moscowing out exactly what he had said. Profward, they sent letters to the East German
evidently did not have much power and werkriiger said that that was diplomatic pracleadership soliciting their views on various
not told very much; it is possible, of coursetice—it was safer not to report exactly whaissues in a serious and respectful manner.
that the files were destroyed or may existou had said, because maybe the centeerhaps Ulbricht took this too seriously.
somewhere else. In any case, the reportsght disagree. So, if you just kept it in
from the East German embassy in Pekingeneral terms—*I told them our policy"—it March 31, 1992
are fascinating, relating new conversationwas much safer. As | approach the archives this morn-
between East German and Chinese diplo- When | ask one of the archivists how tdng, | see police vans and dogs everywhere,
mats about two major Cold War disputes dind notes from a March 1961 Warsaw Paand a crowd outside the building. Police,
the time, over Germany and Taiwan. Botmeetingin Moscow, he replies, “Oh, haven'vans, and dogs block every entrance. Given
China and East Germany considered part gbu looked in th&artei fir Sicherheitsfragen that the former Stasi chief Mielke has been
“their territory” to be “occupied by the impe-[Card-Index for Security Issues]?” “No,on trial here for months and that the Ger-
rialists.” Both had a strong desire to evict théve never heard about it.” “Well,” he says,mans are trying to get Honecker back from

imperialists from “their” territory and “you never asked.” Moscow to stand trial, | figure that the police
pledged to help each other publicize their must be searching the archives for incrimi-
cause. All of this is very clear in the docuMarch 18, 1992 nating evidence for the trials, and that turns

mentst® What is not in the documents, but  I've just found a very interesting letterout to be the caseé.
was probably an underlying feeling, was th&éom Ulbricht to Khrushchev dated 30 Octo-  The ridiculous thing, of course, is that if
beliefthat the Soviets were notdoing enouger 1961. In the 13-page letter, Ulbrichthe police were going to storm the archives
to help them accomplish this goal. gives Khrushchev detailed guidelines foto find files, they should have done it as soon
While the documents on East Germarpolicy regarding Berlin and the division ofas the country unified (October 1990) in-
Chinese meetings for the most part indicat8ermany and strongly disagrees with thetead of waiting a year-and-a-half. The
good relations, they also reveal some cleaiews of Mikhail Pervuchin, the Soviet am-whole process doesn’'t make sense. About
indications of disagreements which paralldbassador to East Germany. The condé~o hundred armed police with dogs arrived
the increasing Sino-Soviet friction. Horstscending tone of the letter is shocking it 6:30 a.m. On the TV news tonight, there
Brie, who worked in the East German emeomparison with anything | have seen st footage of the police outside the archives
bassy in Peking from 1958 to 1964, said théar” For example, at one point Ulbrichttaking typewriters out of their vans; why
East Germany was 95% dependent upon theites: “We request . . . that the represent#hey don't have xerox machines or comput-
Soviet Union and he knew that he had ttives of the USSR categorically demand iers, | have no idea.
respect Soviet interests. This fundamentédlks with representatives of the Western  For the next five working days | call the
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archives to see what is going on. Everyists are so busy getting files for the lawyer&rotewohis file NL 90/472. A German
morning they say the police and the dogs athat they have no time to get files for regraduate student also working in the ar-
still there with the state lawyers who aresearchers. chives told me aboutthisfile. I've got to find
going through documents; they don’t know more like this—the first documents that come
when the archives will reopen. The policéMay 15, 1992 close to being as good as the reports from the
remove the dogs after a couple of d&ys. | just spoke with Prof. Ernst Laboor,East German embassy in Peking.
formerly affiliated with the Academy of Sci-

April 21, 1992 ences in East Berlin and now working on thdune 1, 1992

The archives reopened on April 15Rapacki Plan from 1957-64 and Polish-East Had a very interesting interview today
The state lawyers are still here, althougBerman-Sovietrelations. He said that he hadith Horst Brie, who was in the East German
working on a different floor. Up in the found useful materials here, but not detaileembassy in Peking from 1958-1964. Brie
cafeteria for lunch, the woman at the casteports of East German-Soviet conversatiorteld me about a group of officials around
register says, “Oh, you're back again.” lor reports from the East German embassy Mao who felt that the East Germans should
say, “Yes, the archives were closed for &oscow, which, he speculated, may havprecipitate a crisis that would lead to their
while. How are you?” “Not very well. been destroyed. When | told him that | hadeizure of West Berlin. The Chinese, he
Things aren’t very good here, because thefeund much better materials from the Eastaid, could never understand how East Ber-
is no business. No one could come when tligerman embassy in Peking than from thién could acquiesce to a policy of two Ger-
police were here, and now it's vacation, sMoscow outpost, he said the same disparitpan states, since Peking certainly had never

there aren’t very many people.” held true for reports from the East Germareconciled itselfto China’s division. Itseems
embassy in Warsaw compared to those frothat the Chinese repeatedly accused the East
April 28, 1992 Moscow. Laboor expressed frustration thabermans of caving in to Soviet pressure on

The state lawyers are still here readinthere was no set of files called “Ulbricht-the Berlin issue and not protecting their own
in their own private room; no one knows folKhrushchev Letters”; perhaps it was deinterests. | would never find it in any docu-
how long. There is still speculation as tstroyed. When | gave him my card, he saithents, Brie said, but the East German party
whether the archives will remain open aftethat he didn’t have any cards with him, bukeadership tended to use its relationship with
funding runs out in June. Then the chalthat even if he did it wouldn’t matter. Every-China as a bargaining lever vis-a-vis the
lenge will be to stay open until next Januarything on the card except his name is no long&oviet Union. Ulbricht adeptly sided with
when they are to be absorbed by Bundetue, since the East Berlin Academy of SciMoscow against Peking in the Sino-Soviet
archiv (the German Federal Archive inencesdoesn’texistany more. He gave me lsglit, but in such a way as to avoid alienating
Koblenz) and be run by a new independemghone number instead. China. Brie sensed that Ulbricht felt that one
foundation(Stiftung) that is being created After lunch, | visit another archivist to day the Soviet Union would sacrifice East
for archives of former East German partieenlist her help in locating better materials. Germany to appease the West, though of
I ask an archivist when the Central Commitexplain my frustration, and she says that theourse this was never said openly. There-
tee plenums (which were removed withoulnternes Parteiarchiv files probably have sormfere, in this analysis, Ulbricht tried to
any prior notice in January to be microgood files, including some Ulbricht-Khrush-downplay the Sino-Soviet split and to main-
filmed) will be back. He promises to try tochev letters. | tell her that | would be particutain cordial relations with China, even at the
find out. | have been reading documentrly interested in seeing documents pertaimprice of exacerbating Soviet mistrust.
aboutthe BerliwwachregimeniGuard regi- ing to plans to build the Wall—specifically, Brie also talked about the pre-1949 his-
ment) and the Stasi, which drive home theho had the idea first (Khrushchev otory of ties betweenthe German and Chinese
impression that the East Germans perceivadlbricht?) and when. She said, “Oh, yocwommunists and about how some East Ger-
problems everywhere. The Soviet advisorsertainly won't find anything like that here.man communists were disillusioned with
and the East Germans incessantly criticiZ€s much more likely to be in the archives irhow communism had turned out in the So-
the preparedness, cadres, education, etc.Mbscow orinthe U.S. And I'm sureitwasn’tviet Union and were more inspired by the
the armed force¥. Nothing was good Ulbricht—the Wall had to do with East-WestChinese example. He also spoke about the
enough in their eyes—not the economy, theelations. | don’t think you'll find anything particular importance of East German-Chi-

military, etc. Nothing. on it here.” Maybe she is telling the truthnese economic relations for East Germany.
maybe she just doesn’t know, or maybe sH&oth Mr. Brie and Prof. Krliger say that the
April 29, 1992 doesn’'twant to give anything away. There i€hinese did not learn about the Wall until it

We can't get any new files today, to-no way for me to know, and this is one of thevas announced on the radio. The documents
morrow, and maybe even for three weeksnost frustrating things about working in theshow that once the Chinese knew, they en-
Why? Because, an archivist tells me, “tharchives, both in east Berlin and in Moscowthusiastically welcomed the move and only
police and the lawyers started with the wroni ou never can tell for sure how full a picturebelieved that the East Germans should have

strategy.” Apparently, they took until yes-you are getting. acted sooner to stem the outflow of refugees.
terday to review the card catalogues and
document source books to determine thiglay 18, 1992 June 10, 1992

archives’ holdings, and only today have I'm finding lots of quite good material Today there is a sign in the cafeteria
they started asking for files. Now the archion East German-Soviet relations irsayingthatit will be closed for good on June



12 CoLb WAR INTERNATIONAL HisTORY PROJECTBULLETIN

30. The staffis selling boxes of glasses. It'September 21, 1992 competition with an imperialist country such
sad. More people will be unemployed. In light of some documents from theas West Germany with open borders. Such
Had a long talk today with a (west)‘Bestand: Zentralkomitee, Bliro Ulbricht” possibilities are first produced when the
German graduate student, who has also beffife #s J IV 2/202/127, 128, 129 and 130) irsocialist world system has surpassed the
working in the SED archives. He had hearthe Internes Parteiarchiv of the former SERapitalist countries in per-capita production.”
from a researcher who interviewed a formearchives that | was given last week, | feel then Khrushchev's response, on September
high-ranking official that most sensitive disheed to tone down the conclusions that 28, he wrote: “Under the present conditions,
cussions weren't recorded in writing, in-made in my last entry. Who knows, perhapsince the measures for the securing and
cluding Ulbricht’'s communications with thethe archivists were saving the best for las@ntrol of the borders of the DDR with West
Soviets. He said that the officials were old The documents in the files on 1959Berlin were carried out successfully, and
friends with the Soviets, so they just talkedl961 (including after 13 August 1961) shovsince the Western powers have bowed
Also, apparently the East Germans werenthat the East Germans absolutely believddeigen] to negotiations, and there have al-
allowed to take any notes in meetings witthat Khrushchev would carry through theeady been contacts established between the
Soviets, although Wilhelm Pieck supposthreats he made during the Berlin Crisis ttdSSR and the USA in New York, steps
edly took a lot of his secretly at night afterturn over Soviet responsibilities in Berlin toshould be avoided which could sharpen the
ward. Ataconferencein 1953, Fred Oelnéhe East Germans. There are detailed dra&ftuation, especially in Berlin.” If Khrush-
described recent meetings with a Soviet dekgreements that East Germany would sigrhev felt that he had Ulbricht on a leash, he
egation atwhich “our friends” (the term usedvith the new “free city” of West Berlin, and would not have felt the need to caution
by the East Germans to refer to the Sovietspme letters between Ulbricht and Khrushdlbricht from acting too provocatively.
forbade the East Germans to take néftes. chev discussing how quickly the East Ger- The documents clearly indicate that there
We also discussed the sensation ahans should take over Soviet functionds more to the story of the Berlin crisis than
Wollweber's memoirs referring over andThere is the same condescending tone thdtas been previously known. In addition the
over to the Soviet Chefberater (chief advisaw in Ulbricht's letter to Khrushchev on 30combination of these and other documents
sor) and how Herrnstadt just swept all thaDctober 1961. There are also a couple ahd recent conversations | have had with
kind of information under the rug. Thisletters fromthe East German Ambassador mther researchers and archivists here indi-
student also said that the archives savédoscow, Koénig, to Ulbricht reporting in- cate that my earlier skepticism that the archi-
some key documents to be published sutknse Soviet concern that the East Germanists were holding materials back from us
denly and with great fanfare in the journaimight act too provocatively with regard tomay not be justified.
Beitrdge zur Geschichiar elsewhere. He the treatment of representatives of the West-
said he knows of a key document, that it isrn powers in Berlin without Soviet knowl-1. Wilhelm-Pieck-Str. 1, 0-1054 Berlin. Phone: 282-
here, but he can’t get it because some SEBdge or agreement. By 1960, the Soviefi§87- Fax:281-4186. The director of the archivesis Dr.
. : L . . . ge Pardon. The new title of archive, library and
PDS. person is going to publish it, and thfalere increasingly worried and angry abo. lated things in the building is: Verbund Archiv/
archivists want to wait for that. He also saithdependent East German moves in Berligibliothek/Technische Werkstatten beim Parteivorstand
that connections can determine what you gétat could threaten Soviet relations with thder PDS. PDS refers to the Party of Democratic
to see in the archives (e.g. Potsdam) and West. The longer the Berlin crisis went onS°cialism. the successor party to the SED.
. ; . . . . My archival research has been supplemented by
the Gauck Behdrde/Stasi Archives. it seems, the more Ulbricht f_elt em_bold_ene cently published books and articles and interviews.
to do what he wanted to do in Berlin with 0fone of the best sources Beitrige zur Geschichte
August 27, 1992 without Soviet assent or even knowledge.[Contributions to History], which is put out by the
After spending six-and-a-half weeksin  There are also very interesting letter'Stitut fur Geschichte der Arbeiterbewegung in the
. . . . . . same building as the SED archives and which publishes
archives in Moscow (atthe Foreign er]lstryoetween Ulbricht and Khrushchev, written, aach issue some new documents from the archives.
and at the Center for the Preservation affter the Wall was erected, about the procesgey have published some very interesting documents
Contemporary Documentation), | can novof constructing the Wall, the need for it, itgegarding East German-Soviet relations and the Ger-
say that the SED archives are not the placeitapact, and the Western response. On &\ question based on notes taken by former East
. . erman State President Wilhelm Pieck. The following
Iook.for documents.on Soviet-East GermaBeptember 1961 (J IV 2/202/130), Ulbricht icies published iBzGbased on documents from the
relations; Moscow is. However, for docu-wrote to Khrushchev: “The tactic of gradu-sep archive have been very helpful: “Ernst Wollweber:
ments on domestic developments within Easlly carrying out the measures made it morgus Erinnerungen. Ein Portrat Walter Ulbrichts” [Ernst
; I3 ; ; i+1h Wollweber: From His Memoirs. A Portrait of Walter
Germany., t'he SED archives are very helmifficult forthe enemy to orient himself with Ulbricht] (#3, 1990): *Karl Schirdewan:
ful, containing thousands and thou;ands oégard. to the extent of'our measures anglaytionsmacherei oder gegen Ulbrichts Diktat? Eine
pages on the economy, the educational sysiade it easier for us to find the weak placesiellungnahme vom 1. Januar 1958” [Karl Schirdewan:
tem, the media, the church, the military, anth the border. | must say that the enembaction Maker or Against Ulbricht's Diktat? A State-
the political views of all different kinds of undertook fewer countermeasures than wg§" rom 1.January 1958] (#3, 1990); “Ein Dokument
. . " . von groRer historischer Bedeutung vom Mai 1953” (A
people. One can get quite a good picture eﬁ(pepted. Unfor.tunat.ely, Ulbricht does Nobgcyment of Great Historical Significance from May
how the system operated. | am sure that asention whose idea it was to adopt thesms3) (#5, 1990); “Dokumente zur Auseinandersetzung
more and more people read these documemtsidualist “salami” tactics. He also wrotein der SED 1953” (Documents on the Conflict in the
and share their conclusions, we will be abléThe experience of the last years have proveif2 1993) (#5, 1990); *Antwort auf die Fragen zur
. . . . . L esprechung am 18.12.48” (Answers to Questions at a
to piece together a very detailed picture dhat it is not possible that a socialist countreeting on 18.12.48 [with Stalin]) (#3, 1991);
the East German regime. such as the DDR can carry out a peaceftfowjetische Deutschlandnote 1952. Stalin und die
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DDR. Bisher unveroffentlichte handschriftliche English translation see D.M. Stickle, e@lhe Beria BERLIN

Notizen Wilhelm Piecks” (The Soviet German NoteAffair (Commack, NY: Nova Science Publishers, 199p). Continued from page 24

1952. Stalin and the GDR. Previously Unpublished 3. The first documented indication | have seen wap ghncluded that only limited reprisals would be possible
Hand-written Notes of Wilhelm Pieck) (#3, 1991);Herrnstadt's book. Herrnstadt describes the East §e{nq that West Berlin would have to adapt to the situa-
“Wollen wir den Sozialismus?' Dokumente aus deman leadership being taken to Soviet command podtii@n. Ibid, 11, 110-111.

Sitzung des Politburos des ZK der SED am 6. Juri{arlshorst during the June 17 uprising and havingng; see for example, Merchant to Murphy, “Discussion
1953" (‘Do we want Socialism?’ Documents from thecontrol over events and no idea what was goingJa¥ Berlin Situation with JCS,” 20 November 1958:
Politburo Meeting of the SED CC [Central Committeelexcept for what the Soviets told them. After two day4a¥iemorandum of Conversation, “Berlin,” 4 February
on 6 June 1953) (#5, 1991); and Rolf Badstiibnethis, Ulbricht apparently got fed up and returned to fi$g59. john Ausland has generously made available to

“Zum Problem der historischen Alternativen im ersterown headquarters in East Berlin. the National Security Archive copies of declassified
Nachkriegsjahrzehnt. Neue Quellen  zurl4. NL 215/53,"K Voprocy O Presse GDRION the | gocuments on the “Tailgate Crisis”. See also John C.
Deutschlandpolitik von KPdSU und SED” (On theQuestion of the GDR'’s Press]. Ausland “Six Berlin Incidents,” Senior Seminar in

Problem of Historical Alternatives in the First Postwarl5. IV 2/20/88 “Erfahrungsaustausch zwischen dehroreign Policy, 1964-1965 Session, Foreign Service
Decade. New Sources on the German policy of thauRenministerien der UdSSR und der DIfRXchange | |nstitute, Department of State.

CPSU and SED) (#5, 1991). Recently published Genf Experiences between the Foreign Ministries of 122 Raymond L. Garthoff, “Berlin 1961: The Record
man books which have been helpful are: RudolSSR and the GDR]. Corrected,”Foreign Policy84 (Fall 1991), 142-56;
HerrnstadtPas Herrnstadt-Dokument. Das Politbiiro 16. The files | have found on China are all in meAnnuaIHistoryUnited States Army Europe, 1 January-
der SED und die Geschichte des 17. Juni 1953 [THeternational Relations Department of the Central Cd1%31 pecember 1961, 50-55.

Herrnstadt Document. The SED Politburo and themittee: 1V 2/20/72, IV 2/20/114, IV 2/20/115, IV 2/20q 23 peter Wyden'wvall: The Inside Story of Divided
HiStOry of 17 June 1953ﬂNad]a StUIZ'HerrnStadt, 119, IV 2/20/120, \Y 2/20/121, and IV 2/20/123. Berlin (NeW York: Simon & Schuster’ 1989) remains
ed.) (Reinbek bei Hamburg: Rowohlit Taschenbuchil7. One small exception is a letter from Ulbricht fogne of the few sources of information on intelligence
Verlag GmbH, July 1990); Helmut Miller-Enbergs, Khrushchev on 1 September 1954 proposing East Gefetivity in Berlin.

Der Fall Rudolf Herrnstadt. Tauwetterpolitik vor demman policy regarding the Paris Treaties. For this IEI%L See Trachtenberg “The Berlin Crisis,” esp. 180-91.
17. Juni [The Case of Rudolf Herrnstadt. Detentand for Ulbricht's 30 October 1961 letter to Khrusp-at the time, senior U.S. officials believed that Soviet
Policies Before June 1'(Ber|in: LinkSDrUCkVerIagS' CheV, see Ulbricht's file NL 182/1206. fears of a nuclear Germany (and German m|||ta|’y
GmbH, Mai 1991); Torsten Diedrictier 17. Juni  18. Ibid., p. 3. power generally) was a centralissue. As Undersecretary
1953 in der DDR. Bewaffnete Gewalt gegen das Volk9. See Raymond Garthoff, “Berlin 1961: The Recqrds State Herter observed during a talk with German
[17 June 1953 in the GDR. Armed Force Against th€orrected, Foreign Policy84 (Fall 1991), 142-56. Social Democrat Fritz Erler, “The nuclear rearmament
People] (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1991); and Peter20. See Ulbricht's file NL 182/1206, 23 January 19 Ysic] of the Federal Republic was feared by the Soviets

Przybylski,Tatort Politblro. Die Akte Honecker [From letter from the CPSU to the SED. almost more than any other single thing,” Memoran-
the Politouro. The Honecker File@erlin: Rowohlt  21.A couple of months later, the Federal lawyers dngum of Conversation, “Mikoyan Visit, Berlin Prob-
Berlin Verlag GmbH, 1991). nounced that they had gathered enough evidencp ... » 6 January 1959. See also Thompson to the

3. The reference book is entitled Findbuch zunaccuse Honecker, Mielke, and others of various crimfegndersecretary through Merchant, “Germany and Ber-
Teilbestand TAGUNGEN  Parteivorstand/including the order to shoot people trying to flee thep, » 30 September 1959.

Zentralkomitee SED 1946-1989 [Partial Finding AidGDR at the border. 25. See for example, U.S. Embassy Prague to U.S.
to the Plenums of the Party Leadership/Central Con22. The people in the archives put together a li l€mbassy Bonn, 8 December 1958, No. 58, National
mittee SED 1946-1989]. Signatur IV 2/1. Erstellt ambooklet("Dokumentation tber die polizeiliche Besetzurlgarchives, Record Group 59, State Department Decimal
20.06.1992. und staatsanwaltliche Durchsuchung d¢rrjles, 762.00/12-358.

4. See Fred OelRner’'s speech at the Conference of tR&umlichkeiten des Verbundes vom 31.3. bis 3uwg The correspondence is cited in Ernest R. May, John
Department of Press and Radio on the Improvement 6f4.1992)detailing the events concerning the polite. Steinbrunner, and Thomas W. Wolfistory of the

the Press and Radio Work, 13 August 1953, NL 215akeover of the archives. It turns out that there had 8frategic Arms Competition, 1945-19@R:classified

53, and at the 16th plenum, 18 September 1953.  state lawyers working in the archives for several wegkgysg1 Department of Defense study, copy available at
5.Georg Handke’s file NL 128/12, “Hinweise: zum before the police came. The director of the archiyagational Security Archive), 682.

referat fiir die Versammlungen der Lehrer und Erziehefound out the night before that the police were going to7. Raymond L. GarthofReflections on the Cuban
(Comments: on a speech for the Assembly of Teacheteme and gave all the keys to the PDS office a bl§gHissile Crisis (Washington,D.C.: Brookings Institu-
and Educators), 1-8. away. This drove the police nuts and were abou] tpyn, 1987), 9, 28; James C. Jeffries, Acting Chief
6. See Ulbricht's file NL 184/494, leaf 29. (Leafbreak down the doors on the morning of March 31 wHegstimates Office, Office of the Assistant Chief of Staff
numbers refer to the archival numbering in each fil¢he director finally handed over the keys. Apparengyo, Intelligence, “Soviet Missile Bases in Cuba,” 1
folder. Page numbers refer to how the document waise police escorted the archivists everywhere they WeRbvember 1962; John R. Mapother, “A Great U.S.-
originally numbered.) See especially Sicherheitsfragein the building, including to the bathroom. (In the gJdsgyiet Face-Off Foreign Intelligence Literary Scene
[Security Issues] file IV 2/12/11, leaves 31-72 and I\Ways the archivists used to escort the few foreignlreo:5 (1991), 4-6

2/12/14, leaves 163-166. searchers there to the bathroom, so maybe this was §ame,

7.1V 2/12/11, leaf 41. sort of poetic justice.) For most of the time, the staff a\s\/illiam Burr has collected declassified docu-
8. Ibid, leaf 47. to sit up in the cafeteria on the top floor. Finally, the : s .

9. IV 2/12/14, leaf 164. police and state lawyers realized that if they were gofig€nts on the Berlin Crisis for the Nuclear History
10. See Georg Handke’s file NL 128/12, Referat  to get what they wanted, they needed the archiviftErogram and is editor ofhe Berlin Crisis1958-
zum Kampf der Sowjetunion um Frieden (mit lhelp, so they let up a little. 1962 (Washington, D.C.: National Security Ar-
Durchschlag) [2 Speeches on the Struggle of the23. IV 2/12/119 and IV 2/12/120. chive, 1992).

Soviet Union for Peace (with 1 Copy)], p. 7. 24.NL 215/53, p. 43, stenographic report, Confererjce

11. See Georg Handke's file NL 128/1Referate und  of the Department of Press and Radio on the Imprqvp

Dispositi‘o‘nen zu Referaten uber die Genfement of the Press and Radio Work, 13 August 195§. Czechoslovak Archive Seeks Aid
Aussenministerkonferenz von 1955-19f8peeches

and Outlines for Speeches on the Geneva Foreigfhe author is a Ph.D. candidate in the Politichl The State Central Archives in Prague, whifh

Ministers’ Conference of 1955-1956], p. 9. Handke’sScience Department and Harriman Institute fpf contains the former archives of the Czechosloyak
comments largely followed Soviet Foreign Ministercqlumbia University and has spent the past y¢4r Communist Party's Central Committee, is seekfng
Molotov 38 ngruary 1955 speech on the S|gn|f|can0ﬁ,] Berlin on an SSRC dissertation fellowship what |_ts dlrectorcallsg Wealth_ofyetunpubllsh bd
of the ratification of the Paris Treaties. . l historical sources of first-rate importance for the
12. Regarding Beria, see the declassified stenograpl&dvancgd Ggrman aqd Europgan Stqdles atf history of the Cold War." Contact: Dr. V. Babick
protocols of the Soviet Central Committee meetings iff €€ University of Berlin. Her dissertation exarfi pirector, State Central Archives, Karmelitska
July 1953: “Delo Beriya,Tzvestiya Tsk KPS$:140-  ines Soviet policy towards both parts of Germgrly 118 01 Praha 1, Czechoslovakia; telephone hnd
214 and 2:141-208 (January and February 1991); for 4/0m 1953-1961. fax: (02) 532-567.

N F
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IN RE: ALGER HISS

Editor's note: The opening of the Russian archives has prompted a eg@ening of previously unavailable archives, he wrote to the head of the Russian
examination of one the Cold War's most controversial and mystifying episogegimission in charge of the KGB archives —the historian Dmitri A. Volkogonov
— the case of Alger Hiss. A former State Department official during the asking him to clear his name and authorizing a New York historian, John
Rooseveltand Truman administrations, Hiss was accused in the summer of L4&nthal, the director of The Nation Institute’s Cold War Archive Project, to
of having been a Soviet spy. The charge was lodged by an edifamef acton his behalf. In October, Volkogonov responded with a letter to Lowenthal
magazine (and a penitent former Communist Party member) named Whittakating that after reviewing Soviet intelligence archives he had concluded that
Chambers during hearings of the House Un-American Activities Committédger Hiss was never an agent of the intelligence services of the Soviet Union.”
(HUAC). Hiss, at the time the head of the Carnegie Endowment for Internatiofia¢ statement by Volkogonov, whose biography of Stalin was recently pub-
Peace, vehemently denied the charges. The case, which gripped public attdigiwd in the United StateSialin: Triumph & TragedyNew York: Grove
for months, occurred against a backdrop of worsening Cold War tensions, \&&idenfeld, 1991)), is unlikely to end the controversy, and several historians
contributed to the atmosphere in which the intense domestic anti-Commurii@ve pointed out that any definitive statements may be premature given the
of the McCarthy era thrived. It also gave a boost to the career of a first-teégnfused state of Soviet archives and the possibility that relevant records had
Republican member of HUAC, Rep. Richard M. Nixon, who championé&gen misplaced or tampered with. Nevertheless, it has drawn renewed attention
Chambers’ cause. Hiss himself, after unsuccessfully suing Chamberstdathe case. “It means that every serious scholar has to take a fresh look,”
slander, was convicted of perjury (the statute of limitations on the espion¥¢ginstein was quoted as saying by Mev York Times “But we can'’t take
charge had expired) in January 1950 and imprisoned. But his guilt or innocev@i&ogonov’s word alone. We really have to see all the documents on Soviet
has never been conclusively proven — or at least, unanimously agreed upgspionage.” (David Margolick, “After 40 Years, a Postscript on Hiss: Russian
and has remained a matter of fierce dispute among historians and partisans 6ffffal Calls Him Innocent,”NYT, 10/29/92; for skeptical reactions to
era. (For a detailed account, which concludes that Hiss was guilty, see AYletkogonov's statements see Sam Tanenhaus, “The Hiss Case Isn’t Over Yet,”
Weinstein,Perjury: The Hiss-Chambers Ca@dew York: Alfred A. Knopf, NYT, 10/31/92, Weinstein, “Reopening a Cold War Mystery,” Washington Post,
1982); for a countering view, see Victor A. Navasky, “Weinstein, Hiss, and th&/4/92, and William F. Buckley, “Making a travesty of history,” Washington
Transformation of Historical Ambiguity into Cold War Verity,” in Athan G.Times, 11/10/92.)

Theoharis, edBeyond the Hiss Case: The FBI, Congress, and the Cold War Given the widespread interest in the case, the Cold War International
(Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1982), 215-45.) History ProjecBulletinis reprinting Hiss’s letter and an English transaltion of

Hiss, now 88, has long campaigned to establish his innocence. Dé&gkogonov's response to Lowenthal, both of which were released at a news

summer, after the collapse of the Soviet Union had improved prospects forctiverence organized by The Nation Institute in New York on 29 October 1992:
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FOREIGN RELATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES

Editor's Note: For historians of the Cold War. a central source has long been the U.S. State DepdrtreigtiRelations of the United StafeRUS) series, which
“presents the official documentary historical record of major United States foreign policy decisions and significant diplomatic activity of the United States Governmer
A statute passed by Congress and signed into law by President Bush in late 1991 mandates that the volumes shall be published no more than 30 years after the eve
document, and imposes new requirements to ensure the maximum feasible declassification of materials. The State Department’s Office of the Historian, which is respo
for publishing the volumes, provided the CWIB®lletin with its most recent “Production Status and Projections Chart,” dated 27 October 1992, and it is published below.
Individual FRUS volumes can be ordered from the U.S. Government Printing Office, Superintendent of Documents, Mail Stop: SSOP, Washington, D.C. 20402-9328. Fu
information, including a listing of availability, prices, and ISBN numbers for volumes in print, can be obtained from Glenn Lefantasie, Director, Office of the Historian, P/
HO Room 3100, U.S. Department of State, Washington, D.C., 20520.

Publication Print Fiche

Publication Print Fiche
Volume Target Complete  Pages Pages Volume Target Complete Pages Pages
1946-50ntelligence ' 9194 1520 1961-63, XV (Supp.)German Question '62-'63 See below 504
1646-50 (Supp Jntelligence 9/94 1990 1961-63, XVI Eastern Europe 10/94 863
1953-54 (Supp.pecretary’s Memcons 3/92 7192 2700 1961-63. XVII Near East. 1961-62 11/94 800
1955-57, XII Near East Regional 3/92 1068 1961-63, XVIIl Near East, 1962-63 4195 800
1955-57, XXIll (1)Japan 8/91 536 1961-63, XVIIl (Supp.)Near East See below 1200
1955-57, XXIll (2)Korea 10792 450 1961-63, XIX South Asia 11/95 850
1955-57, XXVICentral and East Europe 7192 813 1961-63, XX Congo Crisis 6/94 1070
1955-57, XXVII Western Europe 6/92 913 1961-63, XX (Supp.)Congo See below 511
1958-60, I Vietnam 4186 752 1961-63, XXI Africa 6/95 600
1956-60.lUN:/General - 291 936 1961-63, XXI (Supp.)Africa See below 600
1958-60, IIl National Security 9193 800 1961-63, XXII Northeast Asia (China) 12/94 460 353
1958-60, 11l (Supp-)National Security 9/93 3200 1961-63, XXII Northeast Asia (Jpn: Kor) 12/94 400 176
1958-60, IV Foreign Economic Policy 2/93 792 1961-63. XXIIl Southeast Asia 5/94 1288
1958-60, V American Republics 7/91 919 1961_63' XIV Laos Crisis 11/93 1100
1958-60, V (Supp.)American Republics 3/92 1761 1961-63, XXIV (Supp.)Laos See below 900
1956-60, V1 Cuba S/t 1191 1961-63, XXV Admin. of Foreign Affairs 9195 750
1958-60, VII Pt.1Western Europe: Reg. 7193 825 1961-63 (Supp.NE Asia & Laos 12/94 [1500]
1958-60, VII Pt.2Western Europe: Bilateral 7193 890 1961-63 (Supp.JEurope 1/95 [1464]
1958-60, VIIl Berlin Crisis, 1958-59 5/98 1000 1961-63 (Supp.Nat. Sec./Arms Ctrl./Econ. 2195 2614]
1958-60, IX Berlin Crisis 1959-60 5/93 960 1061.63 (Supp.Yrn. Republics 305 1950]
1958-60, X Bast Europe; Cyprus 12/93 940 1961-63 (Supp.Near East & Africa 7/95 [2311]
1958-60, X (SuppFast Europe 12193 1241 1964-65, | Vietnam 1964 4192 1065
1958-60, XI Lebanon-Jordan 7192 738 1964-68, Il Vietnam 1965 (1) 1/94 900
1958-60, XI (Supp.).ebanon-Jordan 7192 1469 1964-68, Ill Vietham 1965 (2) 1/94 750
1958-60, XII Near East: Regional 12/92 820 1964-68. IV Vietnam 1966 2/96 800
1958-60, Xl Near East; Arab-Is. 4/92 907 1964-68. V Vietnam 1967 9/97 800
1958-60, XIV Africa 192 761 1964-68, VI Vietnam 1968 (1) 9/97 800
1958-60, XV South & Southeast Asia 8/92 1157 1964-68, VIl Vietnam 1968 (2) 0/97 800
1958-60, XV (Supp.)South & Southeast Asia 8/92 3200 1964-68, VIl Intl. Economic Policy 5/96 800
1958-60, XVI East Asia: Regional 7192 1031 1964-68, IX For. Assistance Pol 3/97 800
1958-60, XVI (Supp.)East Asia: Regional 1/93 829 1964-68, X National Security Pol. 2/97 800
1958-60, XVII Japan; Indonesia 10/93 850 1964-68. XI Arms Control 8/95 800
1958-60, XVl (Supp-JJapan: Indonesia 10/93 2500 1964-68, XIl Relations With USSR 12/96 800
1958-60, XVIII China; Korea 3/93 1200 1964-68, XIIl W. Europe: Reg 12/95 800
1958-60, XVl (Supp.)China; Korea 3193 8250 1964-68, XIV Berlin/German Question 12/97 800
1961-63, | Vietnam 1961 2le8 768 1964-68, XV Czech Crisis/E. Europe 11/96 800
1961-63, Il Vietnam 1862 11/%0 798 1964-68, XVI Cyprus Crisis; Gr./Turkey 6195 800
1961-63, 1ll Vietnam 1963 (1) 6191 675 1964-68, XVII Arab-Israel Disp. 1964-67 7196 800
1961-63, IV Vietnam 1963 (2) 6/91 758 1964-68, XVIl Six-Day War 8197 800
1961-63, V US-Soviet Relations 1195 750 1964-68, XIX Arab-Israel Disp. 19647-68 4/98 800
1961-63, VI National Security Policy 2/94 700 1964-68, XX Arabian Peninsula 10/97 800
1961-63, VI (Supp.)National Security Policy See below 1050 1964-68. XX| Africa: Bi-laterals 7197 800
1961-63, VIl Arms Control 7194 1000 1964-68, XXII Congo; Africa: Reg. 6/96 800
1961-63, VII (Supp.)Arms Control See below 964 1964-68. XXIIl South Asia 10/96 800
1961-63, VIII Economic - Financial Pol. 2/95 800 1964-68, XXIV SE Asia & Vietnam War 10/96 800
1961-63, VIII (Supp.)Economic-Financial Pol. See below 600 1964-68. XXV Confrontation in SE Asia 2/97 800
1961-63, IX UN/Humanitarian Affairs 5195 700 1964-68, XXV Korea; Pueblo Incident 11/96 800
1961-63, X Cuba, Jan '61 - Sept ‘62 6/93 1035 1964-58, 30XVl China: Japan 196 800
1961-63, XI Cuba, Oct 62 - Dec '63 6193 1075 1964-68, XXVIIl Dominican Crisis 5/97 800
1961-63, X! (Supp.)Cuba 6193 1345 1964-68, XXIX Cuba: The Caribbean 5/98 800
1961-63, XII American Republics 8/95 850 1964-68, XXX Western Hemisphere 4196 800
1961-63, XII (Supp.)American Republics See below 950 1964-68. XXX| UN Affairs 8/98 800
1961-63, XIll Wester Alliance 414 107 1964-68, XXXII Scientific/Human. Affairs 3198 800
1961-63, XIll (Supp-JWestern Alliance 414 301 1964-68, XXXIll Org. of US Foreign Pol. 8196 800
1961-63, XIV German Question '61-62 394 705 1964-68, XXXIV W. Europe: Bilateral 11/97 800
1961-63, XIV (Supp.)German Question '61-'62 See below 659 1964-68. XXXV Laos 12/95 800
1961-63, XV German Question '62-'63 8/94 725

1964-68, XXXVI Mid-East Reg.; Iran 4/98 800
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ALETTER TO BREZHNEV:
THE CZECH HARDLINERS' "REQUEST" FOR SOVIET INTERVENTION, AUGUST 1968

Translated and Introduced by Mark Kramer
participants supported the idea, and the letter did indeed become a pretext for the

In August 1968 a small group of pro-Moscow hardliners in the Czechosloviakasion. The second letter, which reached Brezhnev on August 19, urged the CPSU
Communist Party, led by Vasil Bilak, wrote two letters requesting urgent assistatgceespond positively to the first letter; but as it turned out this appeal was no longer
from the Soviet Union to thwart the imminent "counterrevolution" in Czechoslovaecessary. By then the decision to invade had already been made.
kia. Both letters were addressed to Leonid Brezhnev, the general secretary of the . . .
Soviet Communist Party (CPSU), and both were written in Russian to ensure that they BOth letters had long been known to exist, but the precise texts had remained
would be read promptly. The first (and more important) letter was signed by Bifgéled in the Soviet archives (in a folder marked "NEVER TO BE OPENED") until
and four of his colleagues: Drahomir Kolder, Alois Indra, Oldrich Svestka, afdly 1992, when Russian president Boris Yeltsin finally handed over copies to the
Antonin Kapek. The second letter was signed only by Kapek on behalf of the otHefrgchoslovak government. The full text of the letter is provided here in translation

The first letter was secretly handed over to Brezhnev at the Bratislava conferend&28h the Czech version which was publishegt@spodarske novinyt 7 July 1992.

3 August 1968 by an intermediary who worked for Kolder. Brezhnev cited the lefedithe five signatories of this letter, only Bilak is still alive. Bilak was indicted on

when he met in Moscow with the leaders of East Germany, Poland, Hungary%‘_ﬁ?r?l counts_in_ 1992, including charge_s of treason for his part in the "Ietter_ of
Bulgaria on 18 August, the day after the CPSU Politburo decided to proceed witt{iiiation,” but it is unclear whether he will ever be convicted. The Prague daily

invasion. Brezhnev proposed to his East European colleagues that the letter be-{@¢f novimhas reported that unless Bilak, who is a Slovak, is tried and sentenced
with minor modifications (the deletion of the last paragraph, and a change in RfPre the end of 1992, he is likely to receive amnesty from the Slovak government

address) as a formal justification for the impending military intervention. All tfyghen the Czechoslovak state splits apart

Esteemed Leonid llich,

Conscious of the full responsibility for our decision, we appeal to you with theg
following statement.

The basically correct post-January democratic process, the correction o
mistakes and shortcomings from the past, as well as the overall political managemejt
of society, have gradually eluded the control of the Party's Central Committee. Thxr
press, radio, and television, which are effectively in the hands of right-wing forceq
have influenced popular opinion to such an extent that elements hostile to the Party
have begun to take part in the political life of our country, without any opposition
from the public. These elements are fomenting a wave of nationalism and chauvir-
ism, and are provoking an anti-Communist and anti-Soviet psychosis.

Our collective -- the Party leadership -- has made a number of mistakes. W|
have not properly defended or put into effect the Marxist-Leninist norms of party
work and above all the principles of democratic centralism. The Party leadership i
no longer able to defend itself successfully against attacks on socialism, and it}is
unable to organize either ideological or political resistance against the right-wing
forces. The very existence of socialism in our country is under threat.

At present, all political instruments and the instruments of state power are
paralyzed to a considerable degree. The right-wing forces have created conditioffs
suitable for a counterrevolutionary coup.

In such trying circumstances we are appealing to you, Soviet Communist{,
the lending representatives of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, with 3
request for you to lend support and assistance with all the means at your dispos§
Only with your assistance can the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic be extricatdd
from the imminent danger of counterrevolution.

We realize that for both the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the
Soviet government, this ultimate step to preserve socialism in the Czechoslovgk
Socialist Republic will not be easy. Therefore, we will struggle with all our power ang
all our means. Butif our strength and capabilities are depleted or fail to bring positive|
results, then our statement should be regarded as an urgent request and plea for yo
intervention and all-round assistance.

In connection with the complex and dangerous course of the situation in ou
country, we request that you treat our statement with the utmost secrecy, and for tha|
reason we are writing to you, personally, in Russian.

D

=

Alois Indra Drahomir Kolder Antonin Kapek Oldrich Svestka Vasil Bilak
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The Updatesection summarizes items in the popular Reports that North Korea has tried to obtain secr@umber of political prisoners sentenced between 1976-
and scholarly press containing new information orSoviet documents on the Korean WBB(S-SOV-92- 86 under two laws most commonly applied to

Cold War history emanating from the former Commui24, 6/26/93. subversives to the Sovietregime. Atotal of 667 persons
nist bloc. Readers are invited to alert CWIHP of Account of Soviet efforts in 1950s to bar U.S.were sentenced under Article 1990-1, and 2,186 per-
relevant citations. diplomats from purchasing reference books and othepns were sentenced under Article 70 of the RSFSR
statistical materials. (E. Maksimova, “KGB is AgainstCriminal Code. The figures were discovered by aides
Abbreviations: Bibliophile Morton,” Izvestia 4/30/92, 3.) of the chair of the Russian parliament’s human rights
DA = Deutschland ArchiyGerman Archives] Soviet shooting down of Swedish airliner overcommittee, Sergei Kovalev, and were used during his
FBIS = Foreign Broadcast Information Service Baltic Sea on 13 June 1953 is re-examined. (G. Bochardestimony in the Constitutional Court on 28 July 1992.
MN = Moscow News “When and How the Shooting of Airplanes Began,(RFE/RL Daily Report 143 (7/29/92) 1.)
NYT = New York Times Izvestia 6/18/92, 3.) Documents on Soviet arms sales to Libya are
RFE/RL = Radio Free Europe/Radio Libefaily Account of Soviet suppression of June 1953 Eagublished. (V. Skosyrev, “Missiles for Colonel Kaddafi,”
Report Germanrevolt. (Irina Shcherbakova, “When Our Tankkvestia 6/12/92, 4.)
SHAFR = Society for Historians of American ForeignMoved in Berlin Again,” MN 27, 7/5/92.) Controversial 1976 “Team B” report, newly de-
Relations Author recounts meeting with Malenkov. (Yazovclassified by the CIA, stated that the Soviet Union was
VfZ= Vierteljahrshefe fuer Zeitgesichi@uarterly for ~ Aizenshtadt, “Malenkov and the OtherK@ntinent66  “preparing for a Third World War as if it were inevi-
History] (1991), 277-82.) table.” (Don Oberdorfer, “Report Saw Soviet Buildup
WP =Washington Post Soviet archives disclose new ties between Moder War,” WP, 10/12/92.)
ZfG = Zeitschrift fuer Geschichtswissensclisfaga- cow and Finnish President Urho Kekkonen; revised  KGB resident in Afghanistan in 1975-1979 re-
zine for History] account of October 1961 “note crisis.” (See Hanngounts events leading to Sovietinvasion. (A. Morozov,
Rautkallio, Novosibirskin Lavastus: Nootikriisi 1961 “The Kabul Resident,Novo Vremia38-41, 1991.)
Former Soviet Union/Russia [The Novosibirsk Fabrication: The 1961 Note Crisis] In four-part series, member Defense Ministry

(Helsinki: Kustannusosakeyhtio Tammi,1992), andask force on Afghanistan in 1987-89 uses formerly

Moscow archives disclose evidence of decadeRautkallio and V.N. Tsernous, edblKP ja Soumi: classified materials analyzes Soviet involvement, from
of Soviet financial aid to the U.S. Communist PartyKeskuskomitean Salaisis Dokumentteja, 1955-[@68 invasion to withdrawal. (A. Lyakhovsky, “On the
correspondence and receipts bearing signature Sbviet Communist Party and Finland: Central CommitAfghan Burned Land,Kommunist Voruzhennykh Sil
CPUSA chairman Gus Hall reprinted. (John E. Haynetee Secret Documents, 1955-1968] (HelsinkifCommunist of the Armed Forces] 18-22 (1990).)
and Harvey Klehr, “Moscow Gold,” Confirmed at Kustannusosakeyhtio Tammi,1992). Extensive excerpts from documents in CPSU
Last?”Labor History33:2 (Spring 1992), 279-93.) Vladimir Semichastniy, KGB chief in 1963, de- archives on the Soviet military intervention in Afghani-

Soviet espionage against Manhattan Project wases any KGB role in assassination of John F. Kennedgtan. (Moscow Russian Television Network report, 7/
wider than realized, according to recently publishe’Ex-KGB Chief on Kennedy Assassination,” FBIS-14/92, in FBIS-SOV-92-138, 7/17/92.)
accounts and documents. (Michael Dobbs, “HovwBOV-92-114, 6/12/92, 4.) Ex-KGB agentrecalls assignmentin Iran, partici-
Soviets Stole U.S. Atom Secrets,” WP, 10/4/92.) Excerpts from biography of Brezhnev reprintedpation in Amin assassination. (Nataliya Gevorkyan,

Stalin’s personal archive opened, including ex{Lev Orutskkiy, “L.l.'s Mystery,” MN 21, 5/24/92, 24.) “Resident’s Mistakes,” MN 45 (1991), 10.) CPSU ties
ecution orders (Tamara Zamyatina, “Joseph Stalin:  Former envoy to Jakarta recalls Soviet reaction teith Iranian Communists discussed. (V. Skosyrev,
The Guilty Should be Tried Faster. The Sentence}965 revolt, encounters with Sukarno. (M. SytenkdConfessing the Betrayallzvestig 6/20/92, 5.)

Execution,”lzvestia 6/10/92, 7.) “Appointed the Ambassador to Indonesia in 1965,” Documentsin CPSU Central Committee archives
Soviet leadership and KGB traced flow of Nazisinternational Life Oct. 1990, 114-22.) detail connections between Communist Party and KGB,
into Arab countries after World War |1, historian main- Reserve admiral describes mission of Soviet sulincluding cooperation in aiding “fraternal” parties and

tains. (Yakov Yakovlevich Etinger, “Nazis in the Nearmarine during 1967 Arab-Israeliwar. (G. Kostev, lettersecurity services abroad, particularly in the Third World.
East: Who Knew, but Stayed SilentUranty, 5/22/  “Who Were Our Submarines Fighting Againstin 1967?{Svetlana Shevchenko, “From the Staraya Ploshac Ar-
92, in FBIS-USR-92-083, 7/3/92.) Izvestia 4/25/92.) chives: The KGB and the Party—Twin Brothers,”

Documents published on Soviet policy toward Four-part series recounts wreck of Soviet submdrossiyskaya Gazet@26/92, in FBIS-USR-92-088, 7/
proposals for international control of atomic energy inine K-129 in western Pacific Ocean March 1968. (1.N15/92; also Yevgeniya Albats, “CPSU and KGB Spe-
United Nations in 1946. (“Pages of History: From theBuryga, “The Submarine from the Bay Gravéglestia  cial Files,” MN 24 (1992), 16-17; .V. Rudnev, “CPSU
History of Nuclear Nergy RegulationVestnik MID  7/3,6,7,9/92.) Money: Two Million Dollars to ‘Comrade Fedor’ for
SSSRNewsletter of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Discussion of Soviet handling in United Nations’ Comrade Palma,lzvestig 7/14/92.)
the USSR] 13, 7/15/91, 38-40.) of reaction to 1968 invasion of Czechoslovakia. (V. Italian investigators looking into CPSU financing

Ex-head of Foreign Ministry division on U.N. Israelyan, “105th Veto of the Soviet Uniorriterna-  of Italian Communist Party. (Mikhail llyinksiy, “Ital-
affairs recounts East-Westties, 1947-53. (A. Roshchitipnal Life, Oct. 1990, 123-28.) ian Investigators Know Who Accepted Money from the
“During the Cold War on the East River,” Former KGB member describes failed 1971 assa&PSU: But the Name of the Person Who Passed It On
Mezhdunarodnaya ZhiZmternational Life], Jan. 1990, sination plot against author Alexander Solzhenitsyn iis Missing,” Izvestig 6/9/92; “Italians Obtain CPSU
131-39.) newspaper Top Secret. (David Remnick, “KGB Plot té-inancing Document,” FBIS-SOV-92-116, 6/16/92, 5-

Soviet-Finnish relations after World War Il ana-Assassinate Solzhenitsyn Reported,” WP, 4/21/92.) 6; and V. Belykh and V. Rudnev, “CPSU Affair:
lyzed. (Yelena Kamenskaya, “In Search of the Lost ~ Communist Party documents disclose that in thi¥loscow Launders the Money of Italian Communists,”
Style,” Nezavisamaya Gazeta/18/92, 3.) mid-1970s the Soviet government supplied weapongvestia 6/15/92, 3.)

Russian archives official Dmitrii A. Volkogonov and training to Palestinian guerrilla groups for use in Former aide to head of British Communist Party
declares that review of Soviet intelligence files showserrorist actions against U.S. and Israeli targets, accora@eknowledges CPSU aid between 1958-1979. (“*CPSU
that Alger Hiss was not a spy for Moscow. (Daviding to Russian officials close to president Boris YeltsinMoney: The Trace Got Lost in the London Fogyiid,
Margolick, “After 40 Years, a Postscript on Hiss:Yeltsin aides allege Gorbachev supported terrorist at1/15/91, 3.) Allegations ifihe Guardianof Robert
Russian Official Calls Him Innocent,” NYT, 10/29/92, tivities through 1991. (Serge Schmemann, “Sovietslaxwell’s involvement in CPSU money laundering
B14; “In Re Alger Hiss,'The Nation255:16 (11/16/ Gave Arms to Palestine Band,” NYT, 5/26/92; Michaehre explored. (V. Mikheev, “Robert Maxwell Charged
92), 564.) Skepticism urged. (Sam Tanenhaus, “TH2obbs, “Russian Says Soviets Aided Terrorists,” 5/26he Commission for the Services of the CPSbi8stig
Hiss Case Isn't Over Yet,” NYT, 10/31/92; Allen 92; Russian Information Minister Mikhail Poltoranin, 6/19/92, 5.)

Weinstein, “Reopening A Cold War Mystery,” WP, interviewed inL’Unita, 6/9/92, in FBIS-SOV-92-112, Ex-KGB coloneltestifies that he personally passed
11/4/92, A 19.) 6/10/92, 39; “Yeltsin Aides Seek to Link Gorbachev t¢300,000 to Danish Communistleaders. (M. Savvaitova,

Retired officer describes Soviet military opera-International Terrorism,” WP, 6/6/92; Paul Quinn-Judge;The Intelligence Officer is Writing “Contramemoirs,””
tions during Korean War. (G. Vasilyev, “How We “Facts on File,"The New Republjc6/29/92, 16-17; New Time® (1992), 60.)

Foughtin Korea,MN 30, (1992); see also V. Lukashin, “Paper Says KGB Swapped Arms for Stolen Art,” WP, French journalist discusses findings in investiga-
“How the Red Army Captain Became Korean Generab/11/92.) tion of CPSU financing sources, operations, and inter-
lissimo,” |zvestig 6/25/92.) Records found in the CPSU archives reveal theational networks. (“Eric Loran: ‘The West Had Al-
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ways Been Happy to Cooperate with Staraya Square32, 9; “Americans May Still be in Russia,” WP, 7/31/Moscow and St. Petersbufigternational Research &
Literaturnaya Gazet&//1/92, in FBIS-USR-92-087, 7/ 92; Michael Dobbs, “Russians Issue Names, Ask Helfxchanges Board/Committee for Archival Affairs of
11/92, 19-20.) Tracing American Ex-Prisoners,” WP, 8/1/92.) Stalirnthe Government of the Russian Federation, preliminary
Soviet weapons aid to African National Congresswuthorized execution of American prisoner, cover-ugraft July 1992).
between 1963 and 1990 described, stockpiles in Angotdideath. (WP, 8/14/92.) Ex-U.S. ambassador Malcolm  Vadim Bakatim, who briefly headed the KGB in
cited. (Vladimir Abarinov, “ANC Keeps Significant Toon says Sovietarchives leave unresolved many quéate 1991, describes experience in memoirs; chapter on
Soviet Arms StockpilesNezavisamaya Gazelade-  tions about the fate of missing U.S. Korean War prisorarchives included. (Vadim Bakatiabavlenie ot KGB
pendent Newspaper] 3:8-9 (English edition), 8-9.) ers. (Michael Dobbs, “U.S. POW Prober “Not SatisfDeliverance from the KGB] (Moscow: Novosti, 1992).)
Chief of former Soviet navy denies Swedish acfied,” He Tells Yeltsin, WP, 9/24/92.) Dmitri KGB opens documents on Soviet envoy to Nazi
cusations that Soviet submarines spied in Swedidfolkogonov, Russian head of the joint commissiorGermany; prospects for additional declassifications
waters during Cold War. (Stockholm Sveriges Radimvestigating the matter, says Soviet, Chinese, arabsessed; interview with KGB Gen. Sergei Konrashov
Network, 7/8/92, in FBIS-SOV-92-133, 7/10/92.)  North Korean leaders discussed a plan secretly to keggprinted fronDie Zeit (Regina Gramer, “The KGB
CIA Director Gates gives Yeltsin details of thein captivity one-fifth of U.S. prisoners after all prison-Began to Open Its Archives to Western Researchers:
ClA’s attempt to recover a sunken Soviet Golf-2 clasers were supposed to be released “as a means to Netv Documents on Graf Von Schulenberg,” SHAFR
submarine. The submarine, which sank in the northepressure on the American side,” but documents do niewslette23:1 (March 1992), 19-27.)
Pacific in March 1968, was partly raised in 1974 and thelarify whether the plan was carried out. (Fred Hiatt, Part two of report on conferences marking anni-
remains of the six crewmen were recovered. (ITAR:Stalin, Mao Plotted to Hold US POWSs,” WP, 9/25/92.)versary of Soviet-German war. (R.C. Raack, “Clearing

TASS reports in RFE\RL201 (10/19/92), 2-3.) Up the History of World War 11" [part two], SHAFR
Former KGB Director of Foreign Intelligence KAL 007 NewsletteR3:1 (March 1992), 27-40.)

Shebarshin discusses KGB foreign service operations German historian describes visit to Soviet special

and points out that “during the Cold War, the essence of  Discussion of theories regarding KAL 007 shoot-archives containing records capturing by the Red Army

the KGB's active undertakings was to inflict politicaldown. (Andrei lllesh, “While the Generals and Blackduring World War 1l. (Bernd Wegner, “Deutsche

and moral damage on our basic opponent, the Unit&tawers’ Keep Silent,fzvestig 7/2/92.) Aktenbestaende im Moskauer Zentralen Staatsarchiv,”

States(FBIS-USR-92-093, 7/24/92, 8-1)1. Commentary on Washington Times report citingvfZ, April 1992, 311-19; also see Ella Maximova,

Mikhail Gorbachev, aides deny that Reagarsecret U.S. intelligence report indicating that Sovielzvestiad9-52 (1990), or “Streng gehein8bvietunion
administration’s military build-up caused the Soviemilitary authorities did not realize the Korean jet was &eute8 (Aug. 1990), 32 ff.)
collapse in late 1980s (the article also cites a newjyassenger plane until after they had destroyed it, but Review of Dmitri Volkogonov's biography of
released transcript of March 1985 Politburo meetinthenimmediately realized their mistake. (Andrey llleshStalin Stalin: Triumph & Tragedyexamines politics
showing no opposition to Gorbachev’s elevation tdSecret U.S. Intelligence Report: New Data on thef Soviet archives. (David Remnick, “Invitation to a
General Secretary). (“A Very Big Delusiohe New Korean Boeing 747 Tragedy)zvestia 8/19/92, in Beheading, New York Review of Book®:18 (11/5/
Yorker (11/2/92) 4, 6.) A similar view is taken by FBIS-SOV-92-162, 9-11.) 92), 12, 14-17.)
former diplomat George F. Kennan. (“The G.O.P. Won Moscow newspaper publishes transcriptof2Sep-  Overview of Russian archives situatioBu(veil-
the Cold War? Ridiculous,” NYT, 10/28/92, A21.) tember 1983 CPSU Central Committee Politburo meelant 2:5 (March/April 1992), 129-32.)
ing dealing with how the Soviet Union should respond Russian Committee on Archival affairs decies to
POW/MIA Issues to international outrage over KAL-007 shoot-down;merge the Central State Archive of the October Revo-
Gorbachev, then a member of the Central Committekjtion and the RSFSR Central State Archives. (N.
More than 50 U.S. personnel remain unaccountegkpresses confidence that the action was a “correddavydova, “Will Merge but Without Ecstasy,” MN 23,
for from espionage flights downed in or near Sovietesponse to a “gross violation of international convers/7/92, 2.)

airspace during the Cold War. (Spencer Rich, “50 U.3ions.” (Rossiyskiye Vest8/25/92, in FBIS-SOV-92- Mikhail Poltoranin, Head of the Commission on
Airmen Downed by Soviets Never Were Traced,” WPL67, 8/27/92, 7-10.) Archives, announces that the documents will soon be
6/14/92.) The Russian government releases to U.S. anmdleased relating to mass repressions and CPSU aid to

Account of April 1950 Soviet downing of U.S. B- South Korean officials and the media previously secréfraternal parties.” (Natalya Abakumova, “Party Ar-
29 over Baltic Sea. (V. Rudnev, “So, Where is Robedocuments relating to the downing of KAL 007 inchives Will be Open,Nezavisimaya Gazeté/6/92.)
Reynolds and his FriendsZVvestig 4/23, 25/92.) September 1983, including transcripts of the “black A special commission charged with the declassi-
Archives chief Rudolf Pikhoia cautions that itbox” flight recorder, and alleges that Mikhail Gor-fying of Soviet documents announces that documents
could take years or decades of searching to answeaichev covered up the evidence. (Celestine Bohleaffecting the rights of individual citizens will not be
guestions about possible missing U.S. POWs or MIARussia Turns Over Data from KAL O0MYT, 10/15/ released. (FBIS-SOV-92-114, 6/12/92, 8.)
in Soviet Union. (Barbara Crosette, “Years to Searc2; Michael Dobbs, “Yeltsin Turns Over KAL Jet Russian parliament temporarily limits access to
Soviet Archives,NYT, 6/18/92.) Transcripts,” WP, 10/15/92; John-Thor Dahlburgclassified records less than 30 years old and to personal
Russian journalist who covered Vietnam War‘Yeltsin Details Soviet Atrocities,LA Times 10/15/ fileslessthan 75 years old. (Itar-Tass, 6/19/92, in FBIS-
from Hanoi discusses POW-MIA issue, Son Tay raid92; RFE\RL201 (10/19/92, 2.) The transcripts confirmSOV-92-120, 6/22/92, 53.)
Soviet casulties. (Aleksandr Mineyehiteraturnaya that the 747 did not explode instantly, but continuedto  Russian governmental commission declassifying
Gazeta 6/24/92, in FBIS-USR-92-083, 7/3/92.) fly for at least a minute and a half after being hitCPSU archives announces that some documents pub-
Activities of Russian-American bilateral com- (Michael Dobbs, “KAL 007 Fell Amid Chaos,” WP, lishedin Westernand Russian press were forged. “Vesti”
mission investigating fate of U.S. POWs. (“Americansl0/16/92; Celestine Bohlen, “Tape Displays the Anannounces that the materials allegedly came from top
Were Held Prisonerinthe Soviet UnioNgzavisamaya guish on Jet the Soviets Downed,” NYT, 10/16/92.5ecret CPSU files and Soviet security bodies, and were
Gazeta6/6/92, 2; FBIS-SOV-92-120, 6/22/92, 35-36;New data refutes theory that jet was on spy missiogiven to the media by Anatolii Smirnov, former senior
FBIS-SOV-92-125, 6/29/92, 14-16; and FBIS-USR<{lzvestiyal0/16/92RFE\RL Daily Repor200 (10/16/ official in the CPSU Central Committee International

92-083, 7/3/92.) 92), James E. Oberg, “Shooting Down the Myths obepartment, who denied the charge (RFE/RL 129 (7/
Initial search of Soviet archives fails to clarify KAL Flight,” Wall Street Journal10/21/92.) 9/92) 2.)

fate of U.S. POWSs and MIAs during Cold War. (ltar- Gaining access to Russian archives sometimes

Tass, 7/13/92, in FBIS-SOV-92-136, 7/15/92; also se&rchives Developments requires unorthodox measures, including hard currency,

“Comment on Lack of Evidence of U.S. POWSs,” scholars report. (Andrea C. Rutherford, “Information

FBIS-USR-92-088, 7/15/92; V. Rudnev, “American Researcher calls for “real revolution in archivists’Flow Is Freer in Russia, But It Is Not Fre®all Street
POWSs: The First Secret Documents from Special Amentality” to provide free access for historians. (Arkadylournal, 7/10/92.)

chives,”lzvestig 7/15/92.) Evidence located to showChereshnya, “Who will break the seventh se&l@v Experts raise questions about Soviet history they
that at least some U.S. POWSs were in Soviet Unioimes InternationaR9 (1992), 30-31.) hope will find answers in newly opening archives.
(FBIS-SOV-92-148, 7/31/92, 9.) Russian government  New comprehensive guide to research in RussigfiWhat Answers Lurk in the Billions of Uncatalogued
appeals, in newspapBossiiskaya Gazetéor public  archives by leading U.S. expert on archival affairs in thBages?” NYTWeek-in-Reviewr/19/92.)

help in tracing 39 Americans imprisoned in Sovieformer Soviet Union: Patricia Kennedy Grimsted, ed., German scholar’s attempts to use the Soviet ar-
camps after World War Il. (FBIS-SOV-92-148, 7/31/Archives in Russia, 1992: A Brief Directory; Part I: chives. (Reinhard’s Eiseners’ “VYom Nutzen und
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Nachteil sowjetischer Archive” [Uses andthose persecuted by the KGB, and the data on individt968-69 were also included. (RFE/RL 94 (5/18/92), 6.)
Disadvanatages of the Soviet ArchiveSteuropa als who fled to West Germany. (RFE/RL 121 (6/29/92)  Soviet archival documents on 1968 invasion of

(Zeitschrift fuer Gegenwartsfragen des Ostén@uly  6.) Czechoslovakia are given to Czech government and
1992), 595-608.) ] published. (“Pages of History: On the Documents Con-
Russian State University the Humanities, incor- ~ Ukraine cerning the Czechoslovak Events of August 1968,

porating the former Moscow State Historico-Archival Director of new institute exoresses interest ir}/estnik MID SSSR6-18, 1991, 69-75.)
Institute, seeks to be a center for historical and archival P Russia turns over to President Vaclav Havel two

work; affiliated “People’s Archive” collects docu- ;Zseg[]%heﬂgjeétgncigcgogir;vasre%stgay: ndag)vmg?:gcg_'ecret letters from hardline Czech Communists to Le-
ments from “common people.” (Natalya Basovskayaf fy subl : ) . Y pp ' onid Brezhnev in August 1968 seeking Sovietinterven-

“The Russian State University for the Humanities: Ab();’egsgtlj};irlcgr;?; SDtgsty c?ffh/'lzgcriilr%]nalralghccgn(t:eon:gi?;?‘onto crush “Prague Spring.” (“Czech Letters Inviting

New Home for Archival Scholarship in Russiarheri- . . h %8 Invasion Found,” NYT, 7/17/92; L. Shinkarev,
can Archivist55 (Winter 1992), 126-31.) History, 2 Pyetr Veliky st,, Odessa 270100 Ukraine, AMWho Invited the Soviet Tanks to Praguélestia 7/

; ; - . . . the Center for Study of Foreign Policy Concepts, Odes . .
Russian Foreign Ministry and international advi- ", . . . "S9%/92; RFE/RL, 7/16/92, 6, 7/17/92, 4; and 7/21/92, 5)
University, 12 Shchepkin St., Odessa, 270100 Ukraing, Major Slavic archives and library, closed to pub-

sory group organized by Norwegian Nobel Institute,, " 465) 536 307 'fax: (0482) 238-288. . :
reach agreement on guidelines for declassificiation lic for 45 years, reopens for research after revolution.

and access to documents; reports of advisory panel  gast-Central Europe (Richard J. Kneeley and Edward Kasinec, “The
member and text of guidelines. (Odd Arne Westad, Slovanska knihovna in Prague and its RZIA Collec-
“The Foreign Policy Archives of Russia: New Regula- International symposium held on “Weisse Flecketion,” Slavic Revievé1:1 (Spring 1992), 122-30.)

tions For Declassification and Access,” SHARBws-  [white spots] in the History of World Communism— Transitional difficulties in archives situation as-

letter 23:2 (June 1992), 1-10; William Taubman, “Ar- Stalinistic Terror and Purges in the Communist Partiesessed. (Jan Kren, “Czech Historiography at the Turn-
chival Affairs: Russian Foreign Policy Archives: Newof Europe since the 1930s,” in Mannheim. (Johannesg-Point,”"East European Politics and Societi8gring
Regulations on Declassification and Access.” AAASIKuppes, “Die Pandora-Buechse sowijetischer Archiv&992.)
Newslettei32:4 (Sept. 1992), 1-2.) oeffnet sich” [The Soviet Archive’s Pandora’s Box is

Crown Publishing Group announces pact wittOpened], DA 6, (June 1992), 639-43; also 22, 7, Germany
Russian intelligence service for exclusive access {d992), 666-67, and Jan Foitzik, “Die stalinistischen
KGB documents for use in books on major Cold Wz;[(ﬁaeuberungen in den ostmitteleuropaeische§|OVi
events. (Jeffrey A. Frank, “The Spies Out In th&kommunistischen Parteien. Ein vergleichende ) ) .
Sunshine,” WP, 6/25/92.) Ueberblick” [The Stalinistic Purges in the Middle Easlgfggz';lgli;g?;u;'g%tgigﬂo:rgﬂq%;;)th:l(ggg') (ZfG 5

Yale University Press announces agreement witBuropean Communist Parties. A Comparative Over- M‘annhein% historian, citing SEb recordé (includ-
Russian Center for the Preservation and Study efew] ZfG 8, (1992), 737-49.) : } . ;

. ) . . .ing transcripts of leadership meetings), argues that the

Documents of Contemporary History (formerly the Brief update on archival access and conditions Becision to transform East Germany into a Soviet-style
Central Party Archive) to publish document collecPoland and Czechoslovakia (Jan Foitzik, “Aktuellg cople’s democracy” had been made by the USSR and
tions. (Yale University Press press release, 7/27/92Archivsituation in Polen und in derTschechosIowakei"SpEDﬁ) derships b fy the GDR ﬁY. v founded
Stanford University history professor affiliated [On the Actual Archive Situation in Poland and Czecho: eadersnips betore the was ofticially founde

with Hoover Institution on War, Revolution and Peaceslovakia], VfZ, April 1991, 329-35.) lznu?(gt;a%ruln?c?é r(glgng_nggSF:;gl:;:’ol:Delgjnézcrgtelj?‘u2?]
project to microfilm and publish Soviet archival records ) 9

) o " Bulgaria des SED-Parteivorstandes am 4. und 9. Oktober 1949”
responds to Russian criticisms. (Terence Emmons, “I g [The Foundation of the GDR: Discussions held by
a?;,gsugre\jgvr;ggtfé%nzc;j:(oslgS_elngge;;e;'éi) ?Rize?)fr%’ ‘Inter_ior Ministry announces thatd_ocuments in i_t:SED Leaders on 4 and 9 October_194_9"], vz, Jan.
on Hoover Institution activities inclu’dir’lg archivesarCh'V.es. |mp||c§te the former Bulg_arlan Comm_unlstlggl, 125-74; see also Suckut’s article in DA 4 (April
agreement, in former Soviet Union (Rajivpart.ym |nternat!onal terrorism and interference in th&992), 370-8{1.) o _ _
Chandrasekyaraﬁtanford Week)y7/9/92.) ’ affairs of sovereign states. (BTA announcement, 6/10/  Mannheim historian uses new information from

Rudolph Pikhoia, head of Russién governmen?z’ in RFE/RL 110 (6/11/92) 6.) Fhe Central Party archives to show extent of Soviets
archives committee s:-’lys“presidential archive” will b E)_(—Communist leader Todor Zhivkpv is indictedlnf!uence on the SED leadership. ( D!et‘rlch Staritz,
divided into two sectionS' materlals covering the 1920§_c_>r having set up two labor camps at which 149 peopl®ie SED, Stalin, under Aufbau der _Somallsmus," DA
1960s are to be returned’to the archives. but more rec died of brutality and inhumane treatment between 1953; July 1991, 686.) Repash the quality and extent of

. h ' . (RFE/RL 120 (6/26/92) 5.) About twenty ex-the CDU Party/East archives. (Joachim FrafiRas
data are “undoubtedly essential to the head of state’s.” . . . . L ) . : .
work.” (“Demons from Pandora’s BoxRossiyskaya ministers an(_j h|gh_re_1nk|ng communist officials, mcludehemahgeArchl"vderCDU/East. Umfang und Qualitaet
Gazeta7/11/92, in FBIS-SOV-92-136, 7/15/92.) ing formerprlme mlnlsterAndreyLukanov,_facecharge_der Bestaende, DA 7 (July 1991), 724.) o

Scholar deyscribes experiences a&empting .to sty for approving the use c_Jf state fur\ds to aid communist  Report on Sowet_ and East Gt_arman agents |.n3|de
KGB documents in Moscow on events surrounding th%{ovements in developing countries. (RFE/RL 123 (the West German Soc_lal Democratic Party (SPD) in the
Soviet invasion of Hungary. (Charles Gati “NeW‘fIQZ) 5; RFE/RL 130 (7/10/92) 6.) early postwar period. (Wolfgang Buschfort,
Russia. Old Lies.” NYT 7/11'/92) ’ _ Informatipn on aIIegatipns of I_(GB in\(olvement “_Geheimagenten um Dr. Kurt Schumacher. Die SED

RL’JSSian go’vernm’ent puts 'classified document®d assassmano_n of Bulgquan emigre writer Ge_orgund das SPD-Ostbuero” [“Secret Agents around Dr.
on displayizvestiacites party archives for 1923-26 in arkov_. (Natahya Gevorkian, “Genuinely Bulgarian Kur_t Schumacher: The SED and the East German
reporting that American industrialist Armand HammerAssassmatlon," MN 17 (1991), 15. Office Qf thg SPD"]_, DA 7 _(July 1992), 691-97.)
once carried $34.000 in cash from Moscow to the U Gen. Vladimir Todorov, former head of Bulgaria’s Historiographical reviews of controversy regard-
Communist Part)’/ (“Top Secrets’ Tell of Soviet Ob‘ﬁhtelligence Service,‘ is sent_enced to 14 months imprigag March _195_2 Stalin notes proposing reunificatiqn
sessiveness ” WP; 6/12/92.) onment for_ destruction 0f_f||es on Geprgl Markov, arand r_1eutra||zat|0n of Germany. (Gerhard Wettig, “Die

Exhibiti’on oféovietdocumentsopensatLibraryemlgre writer murdered in London_ in 197_8_. GenStaIm-Note_ vom 1Q. Mauerz 1952 al's
of Congress: examples reprinted. (Serge Schmema Stoyan Savov, a codefendant, committed suicide befogeschichtswissenschaftliches Pro_blerr_f’ [“The Stalin-
N 9 A plesrep : 9 MRe trial began. (RFE/RL 116 (7/22/92) 5.) Note from 10 March 1952 as a Historical Problem”],

From Deep |nth(=T Soviet Files, I_:acts, Footnotes, Even DA 2 (Feb. 1992), 157-67; Michael Lemke, “Chance
(Maybe) Real History”; “A Grim Record: Hatred," Czech and Slovak Republic oder Risiko? Die Stalin-Note vom 10. Maerz 1952 im
Starvation, ar.1 Execution, Mor(“e Hatred, Cr_\ernobyl ' ) - ussenpolitischen Konzept der Bundesregierung”
NYT 6/15/92; John Wagner, “Secret Soviet Docu- Lists of militia personnel and requests for a 15(., h - :
ments Go On Display,” WP, 6/16/92.) percent increase in weapons and ammunition for 198; Chance or Risk? The Stalin-Note of 10 March 1952 in
’ ' ’ . ; e Conception of West German Foreign Policy”], ZfG
) . 90 were found in two sealed packages in the St

Lithuania Central Archives by Federal Deputy Michal Maly. (1991), 115-29.) ) ) )

Czechoslovak TV also reported that information on tr:}te Assessments of new evidence on Soviet policy

Review of recent scholarship and conferences on
et occupation of Germany after World War I,

Russian officials return to the Lithuania aroundOr anization’s activities in Hungary during the 195 oward Germany and prospects for German unification
50,000 KGB files containing information on angticommunistu tising and in gze)éhoslogakiad in ollowing Stalin’s death in March 1953. (Gerhard
Lithuanians exiled to Siberia by the Soviets, details on P 9 urt QVettig, “Sowjetische Wiedervereinigungsbemuhungen
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im ausgehenden Fruhjahr 1953?” [A Soviet Proposal tShristian Democratic Union Party in East Germanychev Was Cautious, But Ambassador Andropov In-
Reunify Germany in the late Spring of 1953?7] DA 91948-1952: Between Resistance and Political Coordsisted...,"\zvestig 7/24/92.)
(Sept. 1992), 943-58.) nation] (Dusseldorf: Droste Verlag, 1990); Friedrich Discussion of how the anti-Communist revolu-
Discussion of opposing East and West GermaSchlomannMit so viel Hoffnung fingen wir an—1945- tions in Hungary and elsewhere in East Central Europe
visions for unification in 1949-53. (Michael Lemke, 50[We Began with so Much Hope—1945-50]; Wilke, are likely to affect archival administration and access.
“Doppelte Alleinvertreung.” Die nationalen Wieder- Mueller, and BrabanDie Deutsche Kommunistische (Imre Ress, “The Effects of Democratization on Archi-
vereinigungskonzepte der beiden deutscheRartei (DKP): Geschichte, Organisation, Poli{{€o-  val Administration and Use in Eastern Middle Europe,”
Regierungen und die Grundzuerge ihrer politischelogne: Verlag Wissenschaft und Politik, 1991); PeteAmerican Archivisb5 (Winter 1992), 86-91.)

Realisierung in der DDR. (1949-1952/53),” ZfG 6PrzybylskiTatort Politburo: Die Akte HoneckéBer- Officials of the Hungarian Socialist Party, an

(1992), 531-43.) lin: Rohwolt, 1991.) ofshoot of the reform wing of the Hungarian Socialist
East German historian offers new evidence to Workers’ Party (HSWP), revealed that between 1960

show that 16-17 June 1953 uprising in GDR againéifchives Developments: and 1987, $5.05 million was transferred by the party to

Archival developments in unffied Germany area Moscow account to finance Communist parties around
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the Files of the PDS Archive in Leipzig], DA 6 (JuneAmencan Archwlsss (W|ntgr 1_99_2),_ 72-8':_3.) _ burq minutes and other documents showmg that Joseph
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ViZ, July 1992, 383-412.) 994, (“Cqmmlssmn to Examine the_Eastern Pastthe gwdenge, which was found in the so-called presi-
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‘ i’992), 782-84.) 15/92; Michael Dobbs, “Yeltsin Turns Over KAL Jet
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Alook atthe 1971 deposing 0% Walier Ulbricht a The Gerr_nan Historipgl Institute in Washington,will improvg Polish-Russian relationd¢voe Vreymya
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71 197é-83) recounts evea;s.o(P?;tr AE:ransi?%c(Jv“Wiénd Finding Aids of German Archives at the Germaiotes to Release Files on Communist Collaborators,”
we’chselten zum Du,” (We changed to You [informaE'Stoncal Institute(German Historical Institute 1989). NYT, 5/29/92.)

) S or information, contact: Ms. Mueller-Olrichs, 1607 Ex-Polish President Wojciech Jaruzelski discusses
greetztgl]),D(:rggglegel ?/167_/1d9t92_, ZO{Z?I') East G New Hampshire Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.Chis reasons for declaring martial law in Poland in 1981,
many—negrly twi(?:?hpeepré?/iodg:;%oocur?qintiiltnu?]:?ooog' Phone: (202) 387-3355; fax: 202-483-3430.comparing the political situation in Poland at the time to
ber— says head of Berlin police unit investigating .. Update on the former East German archivesSudapest in 1956, Czechoslovakia in 1968, and Af-
crimes by former East German leadévgP,8/15/92.) q\/l_ltt.ellungen des Fogrderkre|ses _(Archlve undghanistan in 1979, he_ states that otherW|_se the Soviets

Former Stasi chief Mielke discusse]s his relationI_3|b||otheken zur G_eschlchte der Arbglterbewegmng)would have marched in. (“Das war psychische Folter”
ship with Erich Honecker and the GDR’s downfaII(MarCh 1992)._Wr|te E_Iran Dolatowski or Dr. Henry_k [That was Mental Torture]Per Spiegel 5/11/1992,
(Ich sterbe in diesem Kasten,” [I will die in this Skrzypcak, Wilhelm-Pieck-Strasse 1, 0-1054 Berlin181-94.)

Detention CenterDer SpiegelS/él/92 38-53)) (Telephone: 282343; fax: ‘2814186_5). ‘ _ Once secret East German Socialist Unity Party

Did the Stasi and the DDR anyd not the SPD Former GDR state film arcr_uve set up in 1955iles (SED) documents now prove that forme_r East
“buy”the CDU delegate Julius Stei’nerto save Chance\f\-'h.en the USSR returned the Third Reich’s Film ArGerman leader Erich Honeckc—_zr favored allowing t_he
lor Brandt and the 1972 Ostvertrag? “Gifte ZWeiel(_:hlves to the GDR, has been taken over by the Fedekzst German Army to mar_ch into Poland along with

o . ’ Archives in Koblenz(“East German Film Archive up other Warsaw Pact troops in December 1981 to crush
Seiten,”Der Spiegel11 (1991), 47.)

Detailed analysis of Soviet-German relationsfron‘flor Grabs,”"German Tribung7/3/92, 10.) Solidarity. Only the declaration of martial law pre-

- L vented this from occurring. (“Wir Bruederlaender

1979_89 (J(_ens . Kaiser, _ZW|schen angestre.bter Hungary stehen fest” [Brother coun?ries(must stand firDér
Eigenstaendigkeit und tradioneller Unterordnung: zur Spiegel 10/12/92, 95-99.)
Ambivalenz des Verhaeltnisses von sowjetischer und  Soviet connection with Laslo Rajk affair of 1949 pieg ' ’
DDR-Aussenpolitik in den achtziger Jahren,” DA 24is analyzed. (B. Rodionov, “How the Devilish Merry- People’s Republic of China
(May 1991), 478-95.) Go-Round Operated|2vestia 6/26/92, 6.)

Some recent publications on East German history  Documentlocated in Czech archives describes24 ~ CCP Research Newslet&(Spring 1991) carries
and politics: Michael RichteDie Ost-CDU 1948- October 1956 meeting of CPSU Presidium shortlywo items of special interest to Cold War historians: 1)
1952. Zwischen Widerstand und Gleichschalfitge  before invasion of Hungary. (F. Lukyanov, “Khrush-an introduction to China’s Central Archives in Beijing;
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and 2) a bibliography of recent Russian works o

modern China. Subscriptions: Colorado College, 14 E.

Brenner. Problems of CommunisrBpring 1992.)

ber (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1992); Mary S.

Declassified documents put crisis in new light McAuliffe, ed.,CIA Documents on the Cuban Missile

Cache La Poudre, Colorado Springs, CO 80903; $20kt obstacles to releases remain. (Peter Kornbluh afilisis 1962 (Washington, D.C.: CIA History Staff,

yrs. (4 issues).
Auburn University historian describes Beijing’s

Sheryl Walter “History Held Hostage,” WButlook
10/11/92.)

1992); Bruce J. Allyn, James G. Blight, and David A.
Welch, eds.Back to the Brink: Proceedings of the

relations with Viethamese Communists duringthe 1954  CIA holds public conference on missile crisis,Moscow Conference onthe Cuban Missile Crisis, Janu-
Geneva Conference, including pressure on Ho Cheleases documents. (Walter Pincus, “CIA Recordary 27-28, 1989University Press of America (Lanham,
Minh to accept the 17th parallel as the temporary norti©ffer Behind-the-Scenes Look at Cuban Missile CriMD: University Press of America, 1992); James G.
south border. (Zhai Qiang, “China and the Genevsis,” WP, 10/19/62; Eric Schmitt, “Once More Unto theBlight, Bruce J. Allyn, and David A. Welch, with David
Conference of 1954China Quarterly(March 1992).) Brink,” NYT, 10/20/62.) Lewis, Cuba on the Brink: Fidel Castro, the Missile
Newly available cables and telegram from Chi- Review of recently released evidence concludeSrisis and the Collapse of Communightew York:
nese leaders should modify historical explanations dhat revised history of crisis is “far less reassuring thaRantheon, 1993); Anatoly Gribkovm Dienst der
and theoretical conclusions drawn from Beijing’s decithe more familiar version.” (Tom Morganthau, “At the Sowjetunion: Erinnerungen eines Armeegenefils
sion to intervene in the Korean War in the fall of 1950Brink of Disaster, Newsweek10/26/92, 36-39.) the Service of the Soviet Union: Memoirs of an Army
English translations of Mao’s cables to Stalinand Zhou  Soviet General Anatoly Gribkov, who commandedGeneral] (Berlin, 1992).
Enlai reprinted. (Thomas J. Christensen, “Threatdprces in Cuba during crisis, recounts deployment of
Assurances, and the Last Chances for Pelatefna-  missiles, including plans to use tactical nuclear wepp-
tional Securityl7:1 (Summer 1992), 122-54; also se@ns against invading U.S. forces. (Anatoly Gribkqv, The Cold War International History Proje
Michael Hunt, “Beijing and the Korean Crisis, June’An der Schwelle zum Atomkrieg” [On the Thresho (CWIHP) was established at the Woodrow Wils
1950-June 1951,Political Science Quarterhil07:3  of Nuclear War],Der Spiegel 4/13/92, 144 ff., and| |nternational Center for Scholars in Washington, D.
(Fall 1992), 453-78.) “Operation Anadyr,”Der Spiegel 4/20/92, 196 ff.)| in |ate 1991 with the help of a generous grant from the
A catalogue of new PRC publications and jourSoviet Defense Ministry declassifies documents s ohn D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Eoundation. The
nals is available from China Publications Service, P.Gtantiating Gribkov's assertion that Soviet forces i'?)rojectsupports the full and prompt release of histor{cal
Box 49614, Chicago, IL 60649; fax: (312)288-8570Cuba during crisis possessed tactical nuclear wea ar,
The John King Fairbank Center for East Asian Reand authority to use them. In a letter printed in {hgqin particular seeks to disseminate new informafion
search puts out an occasional listing of new booksovember2, 199New York Time®ruce J. Allynand| o perspectives on the history of the Cold War emgrg-
purchased in China now at the Center; contact Nandames G. Blight quoted the following translated extr| %g from previously inaccessible sources on “the other
Hearst, Librarian, Fairbank Center, Archibald Crayrom an order delivered in late September-early OdtQs» _ tha former Communist bloc — through publi
Coolidge Hall, 1737 Cambridge St., Cambridge, MAber 1962 from Defense Minister Rodion Malinovsky Ocations, fellowships, and scholarly meetings and cpn-
02138. Various document collections (including com&en. Issa Pliyev, commander of Soviet forces in C 4 ances
pilations of Mao’s manuscripts) and CCP journals aréGeneral Staff Archives, “Anadyr” File 6, Volume 3 ’
available from the Center for Chinese Research Matpage 144): “Only in the event of a landing of t
rials, P.O. Box 3090, Oakton, VA 22124; tel.: (703)opponent’s forces on the island of Cuba and if ther
281-7731.
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