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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 studies of the whole Prague
most importance, are st Spring, the crisis inthe War-
largely unavailable, som saw Pact, and the Soviet-led
helpful clues to Soviet dé invasion? Other scholars
cision-making and actior have chosen to focus on spe-
have been provided throu cific aspects of the events
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voluminous literature, one
Hungarian Revolution an mightjustifiably ask whether

there is much new that can
be learned about the 1968
crisis and invasion.

Until the late 1980s,
most of what was known
about the events surround-

other scholars in Hungar
and abroad have alreaq
produced articles presen
ing hitherto unknown dats
important evidence an
new interpretations. Thi

article will summarize

some of the most significant findings
scholars concerning 1956.*

Internal Aspects of the Revolution
Many authors in recent years have

tempted to define theharacterof the revolt.
These studies were recently enhanced b

ing the Prague Spring, espe-

cially about the Soviet Union’s role, came
from official and unofficial materials pub-

lished either before the invasion or shortly
thereafter. By the time Skilling and Dawisha
completed their authoritative studies (in 1976
and 1984, respectively), there seemed little
prospect of coming up with many additional

insights unless Western scholars could gain

access to Soviet and East European archives.

Whether those archives would ever be acces-

sible was a matter of doubt, however. In-
Continued on page 4

research of Dr. Gydrgy Litvan, director
the Institute for the History of the 19

Hungarian Revolution Budapest, who h
Continued on page 2
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ing October 23-30, the campaign which be-
gan on November 4 included three army
corps consisting of at least 60,000 Soviet
soldiers and officers. According to Soviet
sources, 669 Soviet soldiers and officers
were killed in the fighting, 1,450 were
wounded and 51 were declared missing.
The same sources claim that there were
approximately 4,000 Hungarian victims—a
number somewhat higher than had been
estimated by Hungarian scholars (V.
Muszatov).

Another clarification due to newly avail-
able documentation concerns the role of the
Yugoslav leaders in the revolution, which
was previously unclear. It now appears that
the Yugoslavs cooperated with the Soviets
in eliminating Imre Nagy and his colleagues
from Hungarian political life by offering
them asylum in the Yugoslav Embassy in
Budapest (L&szl6 Varga, Budapest Munici-
pal Archives; Pierre Maurer, Lausanne,
Switzerland).

Recently opened Polish sources also
provide interesting new information. They
show that the Political Committee of the
Polish United Workers Party condemned
the use of Soviet troops in Hungary on
November 1, but modified its position dur-
ing subsequent days, presumably because of
the Hungarian government’s unacceptable
decision to leave the Warsaw Pact and dec-
laration of Hungary’'s neutrality (Janos
Tischler, Institute for the History of the 1956
Hungarian Revolution, Budapest).

Western reaction to the revolution is
now understood more clearly because of the
recent declassification of Western docu-
ments. Among the most significant releases
is a July 1956 policy paper adopted by the
U.S. National Security Council, in which the
United States government disavowed any
political and military intervention in the
Soviet satellites. This position was main-
tained throughout the events in Poland and
Hungary in October-November of the same
year (John C. Campbell, Columbia Univer-
sity). Similarly, newly available documents
disprove Communist allegations that the
U.S., Great Britain, France, and NATO were
responsible for instigating the revolution.
On the contrary, the Western powers were
caught by surprise with news of the revolt in

in elimina07 T*dyF
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CZECH
Continued from page 1

deed, given the sensitivity of the topic, the
closed nature of the Soviet and East Euro-
pean societies, and the lack of any proce-
dures in the Eastern bloc for requesting the
declassification of documents (even for
purely historical purposes), the chances of
obtaining secret archival materials about
the Prague Spring seemed all but non-exis-
tent as recently as five to six years ago.

Itis true, of course, that even before the
advent of “glasnost” and the collapse of the
Communistbloc, valuable new sources about
the events of 1968 were turning up from
time to time. For example, a lengthy and
revealing interview with Josef Smrkovsky,
one of Alexander Dubcek’s closest aides
throughout the Prague Spring, was pub-
lished in 1975, one year after Smrkovsky’s
death® Similarly, in 1978 two outstanding
retrospective accounts—one by Jiri Hajek,
the Czechoslovak foreign minister in 1968,
and the other by Zdenek Mlynar, a top
adviser to Dubcek during most of the cri-
sis—were published in the WéstBoth
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Leninism, were recently consolidated in the
huge “Center for Storage of Contemporary
Documentation” Tsentr khraneniya
sovremennoi dokumentatir TsKhSD) at
Staraya Ploshchad, the former headquarters
of the CPSU Central Committee. Because
virtually all of the relevant files at TsKhSD
are still classified and the procedures for
declassification have yet to be worked out,
it remains to be seen whether (and when)
materials about the Prague Spring will be
released. But if Russian officials do follow
through on their pledge, it will be61.uarters
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on the events of 1968, the archives are still

useful in conveying a sense of the Warsaw

Pact's status during the Prague Spring.
Until recently, theUnited Stateswas

by far the most valuable source of new
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slovakia had collapsed, any remaining inhi-
bitions that Soviet and East European jour-
nalists may have felt about interviewing

senior participants in the 1968 crisis evapo-
rated. Interviews with Dubcek began ap-
pearing as frequently as the ex-Kie&@der
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who played key roles in the Czechoslovak
crisis, as well as with lower-ranking partici-
pants, increased exponentially from the mid-
1980s on. As recently as 1986-87, it was
virtually impossible to find a Soviet official
who would talk candidly about the Prague
Spring or Moscow's role in the crisis. The
invasion was still invariably depicted as a
necessary step to thwart the machinations of
“internal counterrevolutionaries and exter-
nal reactionary forces.” Some senior offi-
cials, such as Gromyko and Marshal Sergei
Akhromeev (of the Soviet General Staff),
continued to speak in those terms until the
day they died. As late as June 1991 the
Soviet defense minister, Marshal Dmitrii
Yazov (who was arrested two months later
for his part in the failed coup attempt),
staunchly defended Soviet actions in August
1968 and claimed that no “invasion” had
taken placé®
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roboration is not always possible.

5. Memoirs and Other First-Hand
Accounts

Since the late 1980s a plethora of new
memoirs and first-hand accounts of the
Czechoslovak crisis have appeared in both
Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union,
as well as in the West. Not surprisingly, the
quality of these publications varies widely.
Some of the memoirs by former Soviet
officials provide little more than canned
apologies for Soviet military intervention in
1968. This was the approach taken by the
long-time Soviet foreign minister, Andrei
Gromyko, who neglected even to mention
the invasion in the two-volume (893-page)
Russian edition of his memaoirs, published
in 19887 At the urging of his Western
publisher, Gromyko included a few brief
paragraphs aboutthe Czechoslovak crisis in
the English version of his memoirs, but
these paragraphs were merely a turgid and
cliche-ridden justification of the Soviet
Union’s actions’® Anyone hoping for new
insights about the crisis will miss nothing by
skipping Gromyko’s book.

Fortunately, most other recentaccounts
by former Soviet officials are of greater
value. Of particular interest is a brief article
by Valerii Musatov, a former CPSU Central
Committee staffer, which appeared in the
weekly Novoe vremyéd Musatov com-
mented on the internal deliberations and
political wrangling in Moscow (as best he
could discern them via his limited access to
top bodies), and discussed the role that East
European governments played in the lead-
up to the invasion. His account not only
provides a useful context for understanding
the decision to intervene, but also includes
some fascinating new details. A lengthier
treatment of the crisis that has also proven
extremely worthwhile is in a recent book
co-authored by Oleg Gordievskii, a former

beiett
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1990, “Na konec tydne,” 3; and “Alexander Dubcek
vzpomina (4),”Obcansky denikPrague), 24 August
1990, “Nakonectydne,” 3. See alster alia, “Smotret
vpered,"Moskovskie novostMoscow) 50, 10 Decem-
ber 1989, 8; interview iMlada fronta(Prague), 27
November 1989, 1; “Aleksandr Dubchek: “Ya dumayu
bolshe o budushchem, chem o proshloffiriid (Mos-
cow), 18 March 1990, 3; and “Vspominaya sozhzhennye
adresa: A. Dubchek ob istorii sovetsko-
chekhoslovatskikh otnosheniiJzvestiya(Moscow),

19 May 1990, 5.

29. For a small sample, see the interview with Zdenek
Mlynar in “Vlast i obshchestvo fzvestiya(Moscow),

27 December 1989, 7; the interview with Jiri Hajek in
Mlada fronta(Prague), 2 December 1989, 2; the inter-
view with Cestmir Cisar irPravda (Bratislava), 5
December 1989, 3; the interview with Lubomir Strougal
in Pravda (Bratislava), 16 January 1990, 4; and the
interview with Pyotr Shelest Moskovskii komsomolets
(Moscow), 30 August 1990.

30. “Yanosh Kadar o ‘Prazhskoi vesn&K@mmunist
(Moscow) 7 (May 1990), 96-103.

31. See, for example, the interview with Oleg Kalugin,
a former major-general in the KGB, in “Otkrovennost
vozmozhna, lish kogda za toboi zakroetsya dver: Gen-
eral KGB o KGB,”Moskovskie novos(Moscow) 25
(24 June 1990), 11; “General-major Oleg Kalugin:
‘KGB poka ne menyaet printsipov’Komsomolskaya
pravda(Moscow), 20 June 1990, 2; and “Lubyanka:
Deistvuyushchie litsa i pokroviteliSobesednikMos-
cow) 36 (September 1990), 6.

32. *“Cheloveku svoistvenno oshibatsya...: Uroki
istorii,” Komsomolskaya pravd@oscow), 19 Octo-
ber 1989, 2.

33. See Chuck Sudetic, “Bulgarian Communist Stal-
wart Says He'd Do It Differently,New York Time®8
November 1990, A-8.

34. See, for example, “Vtoroi marshrut Kolumba:
Politicheskii portret Aleksandra Dubchek&tavda
(Moscow), 3 December 1991, 5; interview with Dubcek
in Narodna obrodgBratislava), 9 July 1991, 9; inter-
view with Hajek in “Ostavatsya lyudmi: 23 goda
spustya ‘lzvestiya’ prinosyat svoiizvineniya byvshemu
ministru inostrannykh del Chekhoslovakii (1968 g.),”
Izvestiya(Moscow), 30 May 1991, 5; interview with
Cernik in “Bumerang ‘Prazhskoi vesnoi lzvestiya
(Moscow), 21 August 1990, 5; and interview with
former deputy interior minister Jaroslav Kllng ‘Prazhskoir n
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Times 21 September 1989, A-8.

39. Their observations went beyond what was available
in a published interview with a former Polish soldier,
Colonel Ryszard Kuklinski, who recounted his experi-
ences during the invasion; see “Wojna z narodem
widziana od srodkaKultura (Paris) 4/475 (April 1987),
esp. pp. 10-12.

40. For an early Western assessment of this matter, see
George Gomori, “Hungarian and Polish Attitudes on
Czechoslovakia, 1968,”in E. J. Czerwinski and Jaroslaw
Pielkalkiewicz, edsThe Soviet Invasion of Czechoslo-
vakia: Its Effects on Eastern Eurogilew York:
Praeger, 1972), esp. p. 9. For similar problems with
East German troops, see Thomas M. ForBierNVA:
Kernstuck der Landesverteidigung der DREdlogne:
Markus-Verlagsgesellschaft mbH, 1979), 93.

41. To cite but one example, the late Romanian diplo-
mat Corneliu Bogdan, whom Il interviewed in Washing-
ton, D.C. in March 1989, was able to provide a thought-
ful account of Romania’s policy before and after the
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 Lenin
to Gorbache\{New York: HarperCollins, 1990), esp.
pp. 481-90.

46. Petro G. Grigorenk®emoirstrans. by Thomas P.
Whitney (New York: W. W. Norton, 1982), esp. pp.
357-59.

47. Bohumil Simon, “Takovi jsme byli: Fragment
vypraveni o udalostech deseti dnu, ktere rovnez otrasly
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
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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 by
Warsaw Pact troops . . . ."

An internal report prepared by the
deputy director of intelligence, General
Gottwald, for the defense minister in 1988
confirms that he had a completely accurate
understanding of the policy that NATO had
long maintained regarding the possible se-
lective use of nuclear weapotisAn atten-
tive reader of the report would note that
“NATO’s military strategy [is] oriented more
strongly toward a selective use of nuclearnlA153.ldnuclear ..s . . . .ons.11
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the WP’s approach to the serious investigation of wayFRANSLATOR’S NOTES

of conducting defensive operations. The training exer-

cise is fully documented, and includes even the resuls | Soviet military parlance, a Front was defined as
of the participants. “an operational-strategic formation of the armed forces
6. Chief of the NVA’s Main Staff, Colonel-General _ which is designated to carry out operational-strategic
_Streletz, in a report to his minister in_ follow-up brief-missions along a single strategic direction or along
ings to Soyuz-83. From the exercise documents @kyeral operational directions in a continental theater of
Soyuz-83. _ . military operations.” See S.F. Akhromeev, &ennyl

7. The following have been analyzed: “Staff Trainingentsikiopedicheskii slovetnd ed. (Moscow: Voenizdat,
79" (see also note 4); “Comrades-in-Arms-80" (se@9ge), 787. The size of a Front would vary consider-
also note 2); “Staff-Training-89" and *-90" of the ap|y depending on its specific mission, but it could
Neubrandenburg (5th) Military District; the servicejnciude as many as 200,000-300,000 troops. For fur-
book of a staff officer at the information directorate fokner information about Soviet levels of command, see
“88/89"; the “Barricade-90" exercise of the heads Othristopher W. DonnellyRed Banner; The Soviet
missile and artillery forces of the 5th Military District; military System in Peace and Wgrondon: Jane’s
and the command staff exercise “Sever-88” of the Stfhformation Group, 1988), 213-18.

Military District. Overall, they present a constant  There is a small inaccuracy here. Marshal Nikolai
picture of nuclear planning in the 5th Military District. ogarkov had been commander-in-chief of the Warsaw
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 thq:goyyz-78,” held in Romania), Marshal Viktor Kulikov

Office for Information Sources of the Bundesweh{yas commander-in-chief of the Pact. The exercise S
(ANBw). These pertain specifically to the “Jutlandynger Kulikov’s, not Ogarkov's command.

Operational Direction” and the “Coasts and Luxemc¢ For a broader discussion of the Czechoslovak arnfy’s

bourg Operational Direction” for 1986-88, from whichj,53 the fJ0
the section on “Military-Political Significance” was
cited.

9. An original copy of the “Catalog of Intelligence
Features” is available at the ANBw. This catalog was
intended only for senior officers of the Intelligence
Directorate, and thus permits excellent comparisons
with what was available to personnel outside the direc-
torate and at lower levels of command.

10. The following are from minutes of GDR National
Defense Council meetings.

11. These documents, from the ANBw publishing house,
provide an overview of NATO strategy from 1967 on,
with predictions through the year 2000. Starting in
August 1988, NATO's nuclear policy was depicted
relatively accurately, but the specter of a short-warning
attack by NATO was preserved.

12. This document, from the ANBw’s Documents of
the NVA Intelligence Directorate, is entirely dedicated
to the presentation of figures supporting the notion that
NATO'’s activities and intentions were aggressive. By
means of frequent “arithmetical adjustments,” it gives
an absolutely false assessment of NATO's force strength.
13. In the Soyuz-83 documents. See note 3.

14. This scenario is found in all documents on the
enemy’s status. The force estimates were corrected in
1988-89, but the assumption that NATO's intentions
were aggressive was maintained until the final exercise,
planned for September 1990 (“North Wind-90" in the
5th Military District; the documents on “North Wind-
90” are at the ANBw).

15. Speechnotes of the head of military intelligence in
the NVA, for a meeting of the heads of WP military
intelligence in 1983.

16. Soyuz-83 is an example of this point. Senior
members of the National Defense Council (such as E.
Honecker) must have recalled that analyses of earlier
WINTEX maneuvers (e.g., the 1973 exercises at the
Council’s 43rd Session, the 1977 exercises at the 51st
Session) yielded an entirely different picture, with
NATO inferior by a ratio of 2-to-3 vis-a-vis the Warsaw
Pact. Honecker also received unembellished reports

about the status and force levels of NATO and the
Bundeswehr from the State Security Ministry; these
provided him with a timely military assessment inde-
pendent of the Ministry of National Defense.
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New Sources on the Berlin  forgaining access to internal documentation

Crisis, 1958-1962

By William Burr*

The Berlin Crisis of 1958-1962 is one of
the most under-studied Cold War crises in
the scholarly literaturé. This relative inat-
tention cannot be due to lack of interest, as
the Crisis was marked by dramatic and ex-
traordinary developments, including
Khrushchev’s nuclear saber rattling,
Kennedy's military mobilization in the sum-
mer of 1961, the erection of the Berlin Wall
that August, and the October 1961 tank
confrontation at Checkpoint Charlie. Rather,
the fundamental reason for scholarly neglect
has been the dearth of primary sources. In
contrast to the relative ease with which re-
searchers have won declassification of docu-
ments on the Cuban Missile Crigisfforts
to obtain the release of key documents on the
Berlin Crisis have been repeatedly blocked
by U.S. government agencies. Until re-
cently, U.S. decision-making on policy to-
ward Berlinremained elusive, since research-
ers could only rely on heavily screened files
at the National Archives and presidential
libraries, and on the memoirs of participants.

And—again, until recently—prospects
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Kennedy-Khrushchev correspondence, may
help resolve the mystery of whether the U.S.
buildup induced Khrushchev to pull ba€k.
Soviet files could also clarify the degree
to which the Berlin problem influenced
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EAST GERMAN ARCHIVES

Continued from page 21

equipment, and the mounting number of
inquiries regarding legal and property ques-
tions, especially rehabilitation and expro-
priation matters, greatly increased the
workload of the archives’ personnel. An
additional task will be the compilation of
new or updated inventories and finding aids.

The formerZentrales Staatsarchiv,
Dienststelle Potsdajrhas been integrated
into the Bundesarchivand now forms its
Sections Il and VPeutsches Reici867/
71-1945, andDeutsche Demokratische
Republik, 1945/49-1990, respectively).
Thus, the records of most of East Germany’s
central governmental agencies have become
part of the holdings of thBundesarchiv
Exceptions are the records of the East Ger-
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tween the East Germaénderand the three
Western zones; and the very important
records of théanderministries of the inte-
rior, which, as levers of power, were con-
trolled by Communist functionaries who
made the decisions about personnel and
were responsible for the fundamental
changes in the East German economic, le-
gal, and educational system. Interestingly
enough, there are no records in these files on
the unconstitutional abolition of the East
GermanLander and the establishment of
the districts, which was planned and carried
out by the ministries of the interior. Records
from the plebiscite in Saxony in 1946, which
are also in this collection, reveal how the
Soviet-German stock companies were
founded, which, under the pressure of the
occupying power, transferred economically
crucial heavy industry plants from German
to Soviet-dominated ownership, but no
material could be found on the enormous
East German reparation payments to the
Soviet Union. There is hope, however, that
somelLander provenances may be recov-
ered from the files of the Central Office for
Reparations (Zentrales Amt for
Reparationenand the East German minis-
tries.

The archival materials of the district
administrations (1952-1990) form the sec-
ond highly significant record group in the
East Germahandes-andStaatsarchivéor
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council of the city of Leipzig and its districtsUnfortunately, as the Cold War progressed, the GDR
}opped its archivists from attending German Archival

(Stadtverordnetenversammlung und Ratd% ; . ng e

L. ays, especially designed to maintain high levels of
Stadt .Le|p2|g, 1945-1970, and professional archival cooperation. By 1961, with ten-
Stadtbezirksversammlungen und Rat der

Stadtbezirke1957-1970).

The Institute is preparing a second, en-
larged edition of it§uide to Inventories and
Finding Aids of German Archiveand, as
much as possible, will pay special attention
to the published as well as unpublished ma-
terial of East German archives that was not
available at the time when the guide’s first
edition was compiled.

" These observations are based on the Institute’s corre-
spondence with German archives and the following
materials: Joachim GaucRie Stasi Akten: Das
unheimliche Erbe der DDPearbeitet von Margarete
Steinhausen und Hubertus Knabe (Reinbek bei Ham-
burg, 1991); Friedrich Beck, “Archive und archivalische
Quellenlage in den neuen Bundeslandern zur
zeitgeschichtlichen Forschung,” Der Archivar 44
(1991):411-28; Friedrich P. Kahlenberg, “Das
Bundesarchiv nach dem 3. Oktober 1990, inibid., 525-
36; Mitchell G. Ash and Ulrich Geyer, “The Current
Situation inthe Archives of the New German States,” in
Arbeitskreis Nachkriegsgeschichte—Newslet{eviB-

ter 1991):2-5; John Connelly, “Working in the East
German Archives,” in ibid., 6-7; “Gesetz Uber die
Unterlagen des Staatssicherheitsdienstes der ehemaligen
Deutschen Demokratischen Republik (Stasi-
Unterlagen-Gesetz, StUG) vom 20. Dezember 1991,”
in Bundesgesetzblatfeil I, Nr. 67 (December 28,
1991); and recent articles in various German Newspa-
pers and magazines.

Notes by Stephen Connors:

1. Immediately following World War Il, the national
archives in each of the four occupied zerésneri-

can, French, British, and Sowvietoncentrated their
efforts on securing the archives that had been damaged
during the war. On the L&ander level, Schleswig-Hol-
stein, Lower Saxony, and North Rhine-Westphalia es-
tablished new archives under the control of the Minis-
tries of culture or the Prime Minister’s office. In East
Germany, the Central Archive set up in Potsdam on 8
May 1946 became East GermasyReichs-Archiv, or
national archive, but only within the Soviet zone. Later
renamed the German Central Archive, it soon housed
materials from the Secret Archive, or Geheimes
Staatsarchiv, which was the former Central Archive for
Prussia.

In West Germany, the Bundesarchiv, or Federal
Archive, was established in Koblenz in June 1952. The
Federal Archive soon obtained most of the archival
collections of the former German Reich within the
territory of the new Federal Republic, as well as the
collections of the Allied Occupation Forces, which
included the files of the former Reich, the Nazi Party,
and the Wehrmacht. From 1947 until 1957, there were
regular professional contacts between East German and
West German archivists. Quite remarkably, both the
Central Archive in Potsdam and the Federal Archive in
Koblenz, keeping in mind the possibility of eventual
reunification, developed technical archival improve-
ments that could be implemented at both locations.
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Continued from page 20
giving up their ideas, just as the Soviet
Union also won't give up its ideas. The
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