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o DOCUMENTS RELATING TO THE SOVIET-LED INVASION

OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA AUGUST 1963 i

1. From Problems of Communism May-June 1971, Vol. XX. Un;i'ted States

Information Service.

WHO INVITED WHOM?

" The question poses itself, Who invited these armies in?
. » The question was never discussed to the end; it has
not been resolved, No names have been published. When
the matter was discussed In Bratislava, Prague and
Moscow with our leaders, all members of the leadership
of the federal and the Slovak parties, without .exception,
gave thelr word of henor that they weré not Involved in
any such démarche and had no knowledge of it. 1 know

" of no leading personality in Czech or Slovak political life
of whom it could be sajg with certainly he had taken
this step. . . . (Emphasis-added.) .

—Gustay Husak's statement, reported In Provda
{Bratisiava), Aug. 29, 1968.

{The Soviet occupation) Is an_ act of use of force which
cannot be justified by any means. it did not take place
upon request or demand of the Czechoslovak government,
nor of any other constitutional organs of this republic.

" —Speech of Czechosiovak Forsign Minister Jirl
Hajek at the UN Security Council, New York, Aur.
24, 1968, New York Times, Aug. 25, 1988,

{The occupation] happened without the knowledge of
the President of the ‘Republic, the Chairman of the
National Assembly, the Premier, or the First Secretary of

the Czechoslovak Communist Party Central Committee.

~—Radio Prague, Aug. 21, 1968, sttributed to the
Presidium of the CPCS Central ‘cqmmime.

The Presicium of the Central Committee of the .Com-
munist Party of Slovakla knew nothing of any invitation
. to the armies of the Warsaw Pact. We are dissoclating
ourselves from everything that has been done and Is
being done except by the legally, democratically elected
- lzadership of the parly and state.

—Radio Czechosiovakis In Slovakia, Aug. 22, 1988,

t

Heeding the appeal of the party and state leaders and
the Communist and working people of Czechoslovakia,
and taking into considera_tioQ the danger created for the
gsins of socialism in that’ country, at that time we,
together with the fraternal socialist countries, adopted the
decision to give Czechoslovakia international aid in de-
fense of soclalism. . . . (Emphasis added.)

—~Luonid 1. Brezhnev at the 24th CPSU Congress,
7 . Moscow Radie, March 30, 1971,

Thousands of Communists, individual citizens, and
entire collectives of the working people, representatives
of all strata of the people and of diverse organizations,
including members of the CPCS Central Committee and
the Central Committee of the Slovak Communist Parly,
as well as members of the Czechoslovak government and
deputies to the National Assembly and the Slovak National
CouncH . . . began to turn to the leaderships of the
fraternal parties and also to the governments of our
allies, begging them In this historically grave moment to
grant International assistance to the Czechoslovak people
in the dafense of sociallsm. . . . (Emphasis added.)

—CC CPCS, “Lessons Drawn from the Critical
Developments in the Party and Society after the
13th CPCS Congress,” Provda (Bratislava), Jan. 14,
1971,

On behalf of our delegation, we want to express from
the rostrum of this Congress {the 24th CPSU Congress]
our sincere thanks to the CPSU, to the Soviet government
and the.Soviet people for having understood the anxieties
of the Czechoslovak Communists regarding socialism
and their appeals for help. . . .

‘—@usiavy Husak's address to the 24th TPSU Con-
gress, Radio Moscow, Aprit 1, 1879,
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DECLARATION OF THE CZECHOSLOVAK
GOVERNMENT
The text, as issued in English by the
Czechoslovak Embassy in London, of the
declaration made on August 21, 1968, by
the Czechoslovak government.
To All People of Czechoslovakia:
Today, Czechoslovakia has becn occu-

' pied by the military forces of the five

states—members of the Warsaw Treaty—
against the will of its government, the
National Assembly, the lcadership of the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia and
the people.

Thus for the first time in the history
of the international communist move-
ment occurred an action of aggression
against a statc administered by a Com-
munist Party, an action carried out by
allied military armies of the socialist
countries.

The crisis has continued ¥nce the early
morning hours. The constitutional organs
of the republic are deeply disrupted,-the -
individual members of the government,
the National Assembly, the leadership of
the Communi.. Party, the National Front
and other organizations have no possi-
bility of mutual contact nor that with
the population of the country, which has
spontaneously given them their trust dur-
ing the recent months.

The council of the members of the
government and the leadership of the
party, leading deputies of the National
Assembly and other representatives are
detained. The semilegal Czechoslovak
radio station, maintained only with the
greatest efforts of its employes, remains
‘as the last link of communication. It
is being gradually silenced. Even under
the above circumstances the -government
of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic

DECLARATION OF THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY

The texi, as issued in English by the
Czechoslovak Embassy in London, of the
declaration made on August 21, 1968,
by the Czechoslovak National Assembly.

The deputies of the National Assembly
have met and unanimously agreed on the

- following declaration at a time when the

government and other organs cannot
carry out their functions:

1. We fully agree with the declaration

of the Central Committes of ths Com-
munist Party of Czechosiovakia and the

presidium g e Befoet! PETRE s & 1

and the constitutional organs together
with the leadership of the party want to
carry out their constitutional duties and
safeguard the normal life in the country.

We call on you, Czechs and Slovaks,
citizens belonging to the national minor-
itics, all citizens of the Czechoslovak Re-
public, with the following appecal:

1. We demand an immediate with-
drawal of the armics of the five states-
members of the Warsaw Treaty—as well
as correct adherence to the treaty and
full respect for the state of sovereignty
(of Czechoslovakia.

2. We urgently demand that the gov-
ernments of the Soviet Union, the Ger-
man Demacratic Republic, the Polish
Pecople’s Republic, the Hungarian Peo-
ple’s Republic and the Bulgarian People's
Republic issue an order to stop the armed
actions during which lives are lost and
material values destroyed in our country.

3. We demand that normal conditions
for the activity of Czechoslovak constitu-
tional and political organs be immedia-
ately created and the detained individual |
members of those organs released in or-
der that they can renew their activities.

4. We demand an immediate com-
mencement of the session of the whole .-
National Assembly before which the |
complete Czechoslovak government can”
stand with its position toward the settle-
ment of the existing situation. !

To all citizens of the country!

We appeal to you to assist in the above.
demands of the government, primarily
by: .
1. Showing—just as you have already
done many times in the past—the neces-
sary statesmanlike reason, and unify-
ing your strength around the legally elect-
ed Czechoslovak government which ex-

.

testing against the occupation of Czecho-

slovakia by the armies of the five coun- .

tries—members of the Warsaw Treaty—
and considering it the violation of inter-
national law, the provisions of the War-
saw Treaty and the principles of equal
relations among nations.

2. We demand the release from deten-
tion of the constitutional representatives,
namely President of the Republic Ludvik
Svoboda, Prime Minister Oldrich Cernik,
President of the National Assembly Josef
Smrkovsky and First Secretary of the

ists and to which you have given your
full frust this past April,

2.:Not permitting that by any other
way: another government be installed at
the head of our republic than the gove
ernment which has been elected under
free' democratic conditions and in ob-
servance of all principles of our Consti-
tution.

3.§ Urging the workers of factories and
other workshops and offices to display
their support of the position of the
Czechoslovak government to the head-
quatlers of the occupational forces and
the governments of the five countries of
the Warsaw Treaty. .

4. Creating conditions for the preser-
vation of order.

Exclude all ad hoc actions directed
against the members of the occupational
armies. Ensure by your own means the
necessary supply of the population with
foodstuffs, water, gas and electricity in
all regions, and arrange for the safety of
enterprises and important equipment as
well as for the prevention of other eco-
nomic losses.

Dear Citizens,

We pass through difficult moments.
The happy life of this country can be

_ guaranteed only by the people who in-

habit and work in it

We believe that at this moment you
will give your government full support
and strength in the service of our social-
ist republic.

Citizens; it is still in our power to com-
plete with your assistance the great task
of renaissance which we embarked
upon in Janvary. The government be-
lieves that with your help we will do
so without any unnecessary sacrifices
and bloodshed.

Party of Czechoslovakia Alexander Dub-
cek, Chairman of the Central Committee
of the National Front Dr. Frantisek Krie-
gel, Choirman of the Czech National
Council Cestmir Cisar, and others in
order that they can carry out their con-
stitutional functions entrusted to them by
the sovereign people of the country.
The delegation which we have sent to
the Soviet Embassy this morning has not
Yet returned. We protest against the fact
that the National Assembly, the govern-

-mmeht and all bodies of the National
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their legal rights and the freedom of
movement and asscmbly. ‘,3

3. We categorically demand immedi-
ate withdrawal of the armics of the five
states—-niembers of the Warsaw - Treaty—-
and full respect of the state sovereignty
of the Czechoslovak Soglalist Republic,
We call on the parliaments of all coun-

_ trics and the world public opinion to sup-

port our legal demands.

4, We empower a délegation of the
National Assembly composed of Marie
Mikova, Josef Macck, Josef Vallo, Pavol
Pcos, Josef Pospichal and Vaclav Kucera

. fo enter into contact with the President

of the National Assembly Joscf Smrkov-
sky, the President of the Republic Ludvik

Svoboda, 3nd the Prime Minister O. Cer--

nik, in order to inform them about the
above decision and agree with them on
further procedure. The. delepation will
immediately inform. the Czechoslovak
people about the resuit of their negotin-
tions. -

5. We call on all the people not to
take any violent action'against the occupa-
tional armics and not let themsecives bo

4.

provoked by various forces which want
to gather proof for the justification of the
intervention and usc the sifuation for
aclf-nppointed actions.

Working pecople, citizens, remain in
your workshops and offices and safeguard
your factories and enterpriscs, Use all
democratic methods for further develop-
ment of socialism in Czechoslovakial If
ncecssary you will surely be able to resist
by general strike. We belicve that we
will come out of these difficult moements
with raised head and firm backbones.

At the above meeting, the Deputy Pres-
ident of the National Assembly Josef
Vallo has likewise informed the deputies
about his discussion with the President
of the Republic in which Mr. Ludvik
Svoboda expresscd his approval of the
calling of the plenary session of the
Assémbly,

6. In view of the fact that the govern-
ment is primarily aware of the political
consequences of the occupation and at
the same time of its responsibility for the
proper management of the national econ-
omy, it turns to all workers, peasants and

inlclligentsia to constantly puard .
contajncd in the declaration of i .o

sidium of the Central Commutr of
the Cammunist Party of Crechosicy.ania
adopted at today's scssion and simuliane-

ously ifurn their attention to the safe-
guarding of the. industrial production,
agrlctﬂlure, transport and supplics in or-
der td prevent a disruption of the na-
tionalteconomy.

7. The government particularly calls
on the young people—the hope of our
nations—that especially they by a digni-
fied and self-conscious calmness face the
situation which has arisen and in no case
give any pretext for uscless sacrifices.

8. We call on all peoplc to facc the
argumgnts about the necessity of military
action *from abroad by securing of the
proper fhanagement of production and
inaintcnance of calmness and sound rea-
son. The government appreciates the
support of all infernational progressive
forces all over the world which has been
given to our socialist republic in today's
difficult situation.

Excerpts from the communique on Soviet-Czechoslovak talks 23-26 August

1968 between the Soviet leaders and the Dubcek leadership which had been
spirited to Moscow in the wake of the invasion:

"During the talks in a free, comradely discussion the two sides
considered questions relating to the present development of the inter-
national situation, the activization of imperialism's machinations
against the socialist countries, the situation in Czechoslovakia in the
recent period, and the temporary entry of troops of the five socialist
countries into Czechoslovak territory.... '

"Agreement was reached on measures aimed at the speediest normali-
-zation of the situation in the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic.
- Czechoslovak leaders informed the Soviet side on the planned immediate
measures they are carrying out with these aims in view....

"The troops of the allied countries that entered temporarily the
territory of Czechoslovakia will not interfere in the internal affairs
of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic.

"Agreement was reached on the terms of the withdrawal of these
troops from its territory as the situation in Czechoslovakia

normalizes...."
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. TASS STATEMENT ANNOUNCING THE

OccuraTioN oF CZECHOSLOVAKIA

Text in Pravda and Yzvestiia, August
21, 1968.

TASS Is authorlzed to state that party
and state lcaders of the Czethoslovak
Socialist Republic have requested the
Sovict Union and other allied states to
give the fraternal Czechoslovak pcople
immediate assistance, including assistance
with armcd forces. The rcason for this
appeal is the threat posed to the socialist
system existing in Czechoslovakia and to
the constitutionally established state sys-
tem by counterrevolutionary forces that
have enicred into collusion with external
forces hostile to socialism,

The events in and around Czechoslo-
vakia have more than once been the sub-
jeet of exchanges of opinions by leaders
of the fraternal socialist countries, in-
cluding the leaders of gzechosfovakia.
These countries are united on the prem-
ise that the support, strengtbening and
defense of the peoples’ socialist gains are

_the common international duty of all thg

socialist states. This common position of
theirs was officially proclaimed in the
Bratislava statement,

Further exacerbation of the situation
in Czechoslovakin affects tho vital inter-
ests of the Sovict Union and the. dther
socialist countrics and the security inter-
ests of the states in the socialist common-
wealth. The threat to the socialist system
in Czechoslovakia is at the same time a
threat to the foundations of peace in
Europe.

The Sovict government and the govern-
ments of the allicd countries—the People’s
Republic of Bulgaria, the Hungarian Pco-
ple’s Republic, the German Democratic
Republic and the Polish People’s Repub-
lic—procecding on principles of indissolu-
ble fricndship and coopcration and in
conformity with existing treaty obliga-
tions, have decided to meet the above-
mentioned request for giving the fraternal
Czechoslovak people the mecessary aid.

This decision is in complete accord
with the right of states to individual and
collective self-defense, as stipulated in the
allied treaties concluded between the fra-

ternal socialist countries. It also com-
plics with the vital interests of our coun-
tries in defending peace in Evrope against
the forces of militarism, aggression and
r¢vanchism, which more than once haye
‘plunged the peoples of Europo into war.

f On Aug. 21 Sovict military units, alogg
Yith military units of the abovemep-
&_mcd allied countrics, entcred the fer-
ritory of Czechoslovakia. They will be
jmmediately withdrawn from the C.S.-
SiR. as soon as the threat to socialism's
achievements that has developed in Czech-

q%lovakia, a threcat to the security of
cpuntrics in the socialist commonwealth,
iy eliminated and the legal autheritics
nd that the further presence of these
military units is no longer necessary.
The actions undertaken are not di-
rected against any state and to no extent
infringe upon any state interests. They
serve the purpose of peace and are dic-
tated by concern for strengthening it.

The fraternal countries firmly and reso-
lutely oppose their inviolable solidarity to
any threat from the outside. No one shall
ever be allowed to break off-a single link
from the commonwealth of social states.

Excerpts from the Czechoslovak Communist Party Central Committee document:
"Lessons Drawn from Critical Developments in the Party and Society after
the 13th CPCZ Congress'' --approved by the CPCZ Central Committee Plenum

December 1970.

This general outiine of the critical development in the party and society of the
CSSR confirms that the process of subversion initiated by the rightwing and anti-
socinlist forces seized the entire field of public and political life~--the cconomy,

the ideology, and foreign policy.

In August 1968 there emerged in Czechosloval:ia

a clzar-cui eosuhiary.volutionary situation, and our country reached the briniz of

civil war.

The question of who would prevail emerged on the agenda in all sharpness.

‘Zither th».-'n:__-_m;errevolui:ion, drawing support from international reaction, would
comylete 1ts pernicious work or the socialist forces would succeed in warding
of f the counberrevolution and in defending the cause of socialism,

Gomunists and ‘noncommunists who realized the deadly danger threatening our
sccialist system asked the leadership of the party and state to take a determined
stand against the counterrevolutionary forces and to come out in defense of the

achicvemenis of socialism.

and letters addrassed 5o the CPCZ Central Committee.
At the time when the counterrvevolutionary forces, striving to

reply, however.

These urgent appeals were conbtained 1n many resolutions
They remained without

seize power, in Prague and in other places switched to open attack, the rightwing
representatives 4in the party leadership assured the publice that "everything was in
order® and that "the process of renewal and democratization was successfully

developing.”
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Thousands ¢f communists, individual citizens, and entire collectives of the working

pooplz, representatives oft all the strata of the people and of digersc organizaticns,
ineluding members of the GPC2 gentral Committee and the Central Cgmmittee of the
S8lovak Communist Party as well as membarn of the Czechoslovak Govprnmcnh and deputies
tc tﬁc Wational Assembly and the Slovak National Council who recalized their class,
rational, and international responsibility for the fate of sociayism in Czechoslovakia
ardueusly sought a way out of the grave, critical situation. Eegause the rightwing
part cof tha wurty did not want to adopt any measures which would ;frustrate the
counterre volutionary overthrow and ward off a civil war, bhey began to turn to the
leaderships of the fraternal parties and also to the governments}of our allies,

-+ begging them in this historically grave moment to grant internat}cnal assistance

to the Czechoslovnl: people in the defense of socialism.

They Jid 30 in bhe profound conviction that their elass brethren wonuld not leave

Czec3alovalia a- the merey of the counterrevolution which threatensd bloodshed, and
¢ ;

thaie they wayld prevent our country from being fcrn out of the socialisl community.

Objeetive assessment and clarificatlon of the causes and the interrelations of the
profound erisis in which the CPCZ and all our society found themselves in 1968
irrefutably prows that the internatlonal forces, paralyzed by fthe policy of the rigntwing
representatives in the party leadership, were incapable of mobilizing and of stopping
the frontal attack of the counterrevolution. * In this sitvation it had to be decided
whether one should wait until the counterrevolution evoked a fratricidal strugele in
which thousands of people would die and grant internaticnal help only afterward, or
vhether one should come in btime and prevent a bloody tragedj even at the price of an
initial lack of understanding at home and abroad. The entry of the allied troops into
Czechoslovakia on 21 Augzust 1968 prevented such bloodshed, and was therefore the
nzcessary and the only right solution. ’

A thorough examination of the facts relating to conditions in our party and in the

whole aocuntry before August 1968 and in the later period confirms that any solution
whie! o id not include immediate outside help from the Soviet Union and other of our
~allies could have had no hope of success in conditions whereby the activity of the

party was paralyzed and the Czechoslovak state system was on the brink of disintegration
any other sclubion would not have led to saving socialism in Czechoslovakia.

‘The entry of the allied forces of the five socialist countries into Czechoslovakia was
an aet of internationalist solidarity which corresponded both to joint interests of the
Czechoslovak working people and the international working class, of the socialist
community and the class interests of the world communist movement. By this internation-
ailist action the lives of thousands of peoples were saved, the intérnal’ and external
conditions for their peaceful and calm work were safeguarded, the Western borders of

the socialist camp were strengthened, and the imperialist circles' hopes for a revision
~of the results of World War II were foiled.

“5eo OPC3 Central Committee rejects an abstract concept of the sovereignty of a socialist
444 %e as 15 spread by bourgeois propaganda to deceive the masses, and it holds positions

w4ish, in the questioh of sovereignty, are in line with the class and international

subgbtance of a socialist state. It therefore considers the entry of the allied troops
into the CSSH as fraternal international assistance to the Czechoslovak people.

~ The international acfion of August for saving soclalism in the CS8R created a firm back-
ground for the Czechoslovak communists who, thanks to this assistance, were able to
fully develop their own political struggle against the counterrevolutionary, anti-
socialist, and rightwing opportunist forces and naorcome, through political means, the
counterrevolutionary threat to the cause of soclalism in the CSSR.
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The true recognition of the entire background of the actual situation in 1969 and of
all the motives for the entry of the allied troops into the CSSR shed the right light
on all the lies, calumnies, and willful distortion of the @acts abput the August events
as they wers made up and spread by our domestic reaction, the righjiwving opportunists,
and foreign bourgeois propaganda. h

The profound and corrert understanding of the true purpose of bheée”events is at the
same time the decisive prerequisite for the creation of a sound pilitical atmosphere
in our eountry, for the strengthening of the ideological unity of ;the CPCZ and its
united action on a Marxist-Leninist and international base, i
After the entry of the allied forces, Alexander Dubcek, Oldrich cérnik, Josef Smrkovsky,
Frantisek Kriegel, Josef Spacek, Zdenek Mlynar, Stefan Sadovsky, ¢est1mir Cisar, N
and Vaclav Slavik deepened their betrayal of the interescs of the ‘party, the
Czechoslovak people, and the international communist movement and took a further
gamble: In the course of the night of 20-21 August 1968 they pushed through, in spite
of principled opposition and disagreement from the Marxist-Leninist portion in the
party leadership, a nonclass, anti-internationalist proclamation of the Presidium of
the CPCZ Central Committee, the publication of which had catastrophic consequences.

. [ S
After this perfidious act, Alexander Dubcek dissolved the meeting of the Presidium
of the CPCZ Central Committee. With his knowledge and behind the back of the party
Central Comnittee, there was convened by the Presidium and by part of the city party
committee in Prague--which was a well-known stronghold of the rightwing--the illegal
extraordinary congress of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia at which the rightist
opportunists wanted to assume full control of the party leadership and, above all, to
proclaim a general struggle against the Soviet Union and mobilize all domestic and
foreign anti~Soviet and anticommunist forces.

Following 21 August, the antisocialist forces turned the statement of the CPCZ Central
Cormittec Presidium--which in its substance was an unparalleled antiparty act--inte
their shield. The rightwing blaclmailed thousands of members and officials of the
party and compelled them to take their guidance from this statement. They pointed out
that the communists must implement the decisions of the Central Committee Presidium
of their party in a disciplined way. With the help of this statement, they fully opened
the sluices to anti-Soviet hysteria and set poving the avalanche of chauvinism which
made 1ts outward appearance in sBham patriotic appeals and slogans. An incredible
disorientation arose because the counterrevolution deliberately, with the help of the
communications media, evoked a headless panie. It turned upside down all basic terms
and values. That which was legal was declared illegal, while all illegal acts of the
counterrevolution were given the semblance of legality.

On the basis of the proclamation of the Presidium of the CPCZ Central Committee, the
rightwing forced the adoption of similar statements on the government, the National
Assembly, and other state and social organizations. The rightwing opportunists and
counterrevolutionary forces extracted these nationalistic and anti-Soviet statements
through moral terror and even threats of physical violence.

The coﬁnterrevolutionary role of the communications media culminated after 21 August in

a tornado of chauvinistic demagogy to prevent Czechoslovak citizens from seeing the
correct dividing line of the class struggle. At the same time, this demagogy was to
arouse in our country and in the state the impression that what was involved was a nation-
wide patriotic movement. Many honorable communists and honest citizens of our republic
succumbed to such an atmosphere. Through the fault of the overall misinformation
“and the deeply mistaken declaration of the Preasidium of the CPCZ Central Committee,

these people wera unable to speedily discern the real truth

g
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"~ 20~-The January plenum of. the CPCZ Central Committee was an
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Sone of them perpctrated acts which were contrary to their real cpnvictions. They
gradually convince® themselvet, and are convincing themselves, ofthe correcetness

of the allies' inturrational aid; they are sincerely sorry for their attitudes

and acts at those times, and by honest work are expressing their @llegiance to the
caune of soolaldiosm. : '

Excerpt from ''Theses on the 50th Anniversary of the Fomding of the
CPCZ; Half A Century of Struggle for the Interests of the Workers
Class and the Peoples of Czechoslovakia," ‘Rude Pravo, 25 March 1971.

. 1
i

The Political Crisis and the Counterrevolutionary Attempt of thefAntisocialist Forces
To Achieve Radical Change of Social-Political Conditions in thi C38R (January 1968-
April 1969) '

+

\ expression of the nacessity
Tfor solving the growing crisis in the party and the society.. 1Its purpose was to
eliminatz rom the activity of the party and its leadership all that hampered the
consistent implementation of Leninist prineciples, all that prevented the further
development of the socilalist society. In this spirit the results of the January

plenum were welcomed by the majority of the party and the people. e

The new CPCZ leadership was incapable of making us® of the support of the majority of
communists who for years had been striving to improve the party's work. By its
irresolute and unprincipleminded procedure it freed the scope for a revisionist,
opportunist trend in the party, for a purposeful and gradual attack against the rounda-
tions of the principles of ocur social system, which finally resulted in the countep-
revolutionary attempt of the antisocialist forces to effect a change of social-political
conditlons in the CSSR. Some of the party leadership went over dirsctly to the positions
of rightist-opportunisw and nationalism.

' 21--The counterrevolution in Czechoslovakia oriented itself toward the use of political,

ideoleogical, and economic methods for the destruction of the foundations of the socialist
system and the giradual takeover of powar over a long period of time. Under the slogans
"revival," "new model of socialism," and "socialism with a - -human face,", the desttug-
tion of socidlist values and a revision of the basic principles of socilalism were

‘carried out and the party and the entire social system was systematically disintegrated;

our frisndship and alliance with the USSR were destroyed.

The rightist revisionist forces in the CPCZ gained supremacy in the party leadership.
Owing to them the ideological, political, and action unity of the party was undermined
and its leading role in society crippled. The communications media, including the

party ones, gradually changed over--with certain exceptions--to the services of rightist
opportunism and reaction. The majority of the people, including a considerable numbzr
of party members, lost their bearings in the situation. The action program approved

by the 1966 April plenum reflected opportunist concessions and contained revisionist
formulations, especially in basic questions of the party's leading role in society.
Revisionist forces inside the CPCZ formed a second center in the party. Their endeavors
culminated in the staging of the nationalist and anti-Soviet so-called Vysocany Congress,

In their struggle for positions of power, the revisionists joined forces with the
openly antisocialist forces, the defeated remainder of ths bourgeoisie and the petty
bourgeoils elements. The Domestic onslaught of the rightist forces was closely bound
to the anticommunist centérs and received their all-round assistance. . ’

Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000300080001-5
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- ‘The rightist and antisoc¢ialist forces gradually disintegrated al&;the spheres of the

public and political life--the party, gtate, the entire politicaffsystem, econony,
ideology, and our fraternal relations with the socialist countries. The foundations
4f the international ssourity of our country were threatened. I August 1948 the
counterrevolutionary develepmont achieved such a state that our gpuntry stood on the

,verge of a civil war,

fight to save socialism in our country. The“majority of honest Yorces devoped to
socialism nevertheless remained split; there was no party leaderghip that would
organize and direct them. :

22--Devoted and honest communists--Marxist-leninists-~-waged a tr§mendously difficuls

v .o Lne rughty.. part of the party leadership did not want to qdopt any measures

wh .5 could thwart the counterrevolutionary putsch and ward off the civil war, the
‘yw:mbers of the party, the Central Committee, the government, and jthe National Assembly
apyealed to the leaderships of the fraternal parties and the gov: nments of our allies,
asking them at his historically grave moment to grant the Czechoslovak people -
international help in the defense of socialilsm.

The CPSU and the other fraternal partles followed with concern the grave threat .to o
the positions of socialism in Cczechoslovakia and warned the CPCZ leadership at
conferences andemeetings against the growing counterrevolutionary danger. After
exhausting a1l political possibilities, in a situation when the domestic revolutionary
forces were incapable of warding off{ the concentrated counterrevolutionary onslaught, =
the socialist states decided, on the basis of the request of many communists who had : ~
the fate of socialism in Czechoslovakia at heart, in favor of the only possible “
solution in the given situation and sent their troops into our fatherland.

The entry of the allied troops was an act of international aid. It corresponded to ¢
the common interests of both the Czechoslovak working people and the international R
workers class, the socialist community, and the world communist movement.

The timely entry of the armed forces of the fraternal countries into the CSSR pre- -
vented a terrible tragedy; it also.granted support to the domestic Marxist-leninist
forces and aided the necessary political differentiation in the party and the soclety.”
The revival of Mirxist-leninist principles in the domestic and foreign policy of the "
CPCZ and the CSSR progressed in a stubborn struggle agd inst the rightist and counter{’
revolutionary forces, which continued trying to prolong and intensify the critical ' °°
perfod. The historic: = struggle in the party and the society culminated at the 7
1969 April plenum of the CPCZ Central Committee.

e

’

Excerpt from Leonid Brezhnev's address to the 24th Congress of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union, 30 March 1971.

Ho small place in the international events of the recent years was occupied by the
political crisis in Czechoslovakia. There does not seem to be any nced to set out the
rfactual aspects of the matter as they are well known. Let us therefore dwell on
ceitaln, more important--from our point of view--conclusions to be drawn from What

happened.

The Czechoslovak events reminded us yet again of the fact that the internal antisocialist
forces which have survived one way or another in the countries that have begun building
socialism can, in certain conditions, become more active and even embark on direct
counterrevolutionary action in the hope of obtaining outside support from imperialism,
which for its part is always ready to band together with such forces. In this connectlon,
clearly manifested was the danger of pightist revisionism, which under the guise of

“"i{mproving" social ism seeks to emasculate the revolutionary essence of Marxism-Leninism.

and clears the way for the penetration:of bourgeois ideology.

Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000300080001-5
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The Czechoslovak events demonstrated convincingly how important i is to constantly
strengthen the leading role of the party in a socialist soclety qﬁd to continuously
perfect the forms and methods of party leadership and apply the cheative Marxist-lenini:
approach to the solution 6f the pressing problems of the developmépt of soclalisnm.
It was clear to us that this was not Jjust an attempt by imperialigm and its henchmen
to overthrow the secialiat regime in Czechoslovakia; it was also An attenpt to deal
a blow to the positions of socialism in Europe as a whole, to cregge favorable conditions
for an attack on the socialist world by the most aggressive forceigof imperialism.

&
Heeding the appeal of:the party and state leaders and the communist and working people
of Czechoslovakia, and taking into consideration the danger created for the gains of
socialism in that country, at that time we, together with the fraternal socialist
countries, adopted the decision to give Czachoslovakia international aid in defense
of socialism. [applause] Under the extraordinary conditions created by the forces of
imperialism and counterrevolution, we were pledged to this by our class duty, our
loyalty to socialist internationalism, and our concern for the interests of our states
and for the fate of soclalism and peace in Europe,

'The‘plenum of the CPCZ Central committee, in a document "Lessons of the Crisis

Development,"” provided, as is known, the following assessment of the meaning of the
collective aid of the fraternal countries. I quote, comrades: The entry of the
allied troops of five socialist gountries into -Czechoslovakia ‘was an act-of
international solidarity meeting the common. interests of the Czechoslovak working
people as well as the interests of the international communist movement., This
internationalist act saved the lives of thousands of people and insured the internal
and external conditions for peaceful and tranquil labor. It strengthened the
western frontiers of the socialist camp: and destroyed the hopes of the imperialist
circles t6 revise the results of World War II.

We fully share the conclusion which was drawn by the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia.
The experience of 1ife has again convineingly demonstrated that the fraternal unity

of the socialist countries is the most reliable barrier in the path of the forces which
are trying to attack and weaken the camp of socialism, to subvert and bring to naught
the socialist achievements of the working people. The peoples of the socialist
countries clearly demonstrate to the whole world that their revolutionary gains will .
not be given up, that the frontiers of the socialist community are inviolable and not
to be encroached upon.

We are sincerely glad that the communists of Czechoslovakia successfully coped with

the trials which befell them. Now the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia is approaching
its 14th congress, which we are convinced will be an important new stags along the

road of strengthening the positions of socialism in Czechoslovakia.

r

9. Excerpt from the speech of Gustav Husak on 1 April 1971 at the 24th Congress

of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.

We are sincerely pleased %o be able to convey to you, delegates to the 2uLth CPSU
Congress, and to all Soviet peoplé ardent fraternal greetings from the Czechoslovak
communists and from all our people. The congress' of lenin's party, which
was the first to translate into reality the ancient dream of the oppressed and
exploited, always arouses the profound interest of all those who fight against
capitalism and imperialist aggression, for the Jjust cause of peace, for democracy
and socialism. }

The Soviet people, undér the leadership of its Leninist rarty, have covered a new
stretch of their heroiec path. They have overcome difficulties and obstacles, and
with dedicated, ereative work have achieved outstanding successes in the national
economy, in science, technology, education, and ﬁdéigg a ¢ KQW ﬁ m
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e Czachoslovak communists ak¥¢c1tlzens af Tk
::megzn; to whom socialism has become the meaning of 1life, have?gttentively familiarize
themselves with the prospects which you are charting for yourse%gfs at‘the praesent
congress, and they follow the proceedings of your congress with ﬁxceptional interest.
The Czechoslovak people value the enormous successes which you hgve attained and pay
tribute to all those who, through their devoted everyday work, ake fulfilling the
immortal legacy of Viadimir Ilich Lenin. We are all aware of wh?t immense signifi-
cance your successes are, not only for the Soviet Union, butb algﬁ for us, for
Czechoslovakia, and the other fraternal socialist countries, anq%for the progressive
and peace-loving forces of the world in general. §§

We are commemorating this year the 50th anniversary of the founding of the CPCZ. We

all that the glorious party of lLenin has meant and accomplished for

anew
realize ' e the roots of friendly

the CPCZ from its very origin; how deep and anciént ar
relations between our nations. The birth

and first steps of the activity of the CPCZ enjoyed the immedigte assistance of
Vladimir Ilich Lenin. The CPSU also helped our party later on *p molding itself into
a force capable of leading our people to victory over the bourgiﬁisie.

The Soviet Union and its party became a firm support for our Czechoslovak people in
the period of the Munich diktat as well as during the enslavement of our homeland by
Hitlerite fascism. Our nations will never forget that it was the heroic Soviet

Army which 1if¥rated Czechoslovakia, thus rescuing our nations from fascist perdition.
{applause] In the struggle for our freedom, there were fighting, side by side with
the Soviet Army, Czechoslovak units commanded by Army Gen COmradé Indvik Svoboda,

who 1is now President of the Czechoslovak Republicn % and is today

a member of our delegation. :

In this Joint struggle the firm friendship, sealed by joint bloodshed, was maintained.
All of history convinces us that the Czechoslovak communists dalways attained successes
in the struggle against capitalism and in building socialism when they nurtured close
and comradely relations with the Soviet communists. i

Every weakening of relations was to the detriment of our party and of our nations.
We convinced ourselves again of this fundamental $ruth in the 1968-69 crisis years
when the antisocialist forces of society, together with the rightwing opportunist

and revisionist forces within the CPCZ and the all-round assistance and support of
international reaction, attempted the overthrow of the soclalist system in

‘Czechoslovakia, which as its logical consequence would have led to the threatening

of the -socialist position in Burope and to the revision of the victories of World
War II.

These aims were thwarted only thanks to the timely 1hternationa1‘assistance Fendered
by the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries.

On behalf of. our delegation, we want to express from the rostrum of this congress our
sincere thanks to the CPSU, to the Soviet dovernment, and to the Soviet people for
having understood the anxieties of Czechoslovak communists regarding socialism and
their appeals for help. -

This international assistance saved our country from civillwar._rrom counterrevolution,
and helped to safeguard the achievements of socialism.

We Czéchoslovak communists can confirm from our own example the correctness and
wisdom of the ideas of Vladimir Ilich Lenin on the role and responsibility of the
Communist Party under the conditiong of building socialism. Our experiences confirm

"that a great threat to socialism always drises when under the slogans of so-called

improving and so-called reforming of socialism, disunity and loss of the capability
for action by the party leadership takes place; when socialism loses its revolutionary
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content; when the party surrenders its leading role in society; yhen under the
influence of petit-bourgeois opportunism it becomes idcologicall? divided, organizae
tionally destroyed, and‘incapable of united action; when the pripciples of dorocrati:
contrallisy are being deniad; when tha giass principles of the 53@{31155 state are
‘ignored; and when proletarian internatlonalism is replaced by the hysteria of

<7 npationalism and chauvinism. ;
In Czechoslovakia such a separation from fundamental Leninist principles and also {rom
the general requirements for building socialism took place. In ?968 the fundamental
cause of the orisis development and the gradually increasing couﬁterrevolutionary
advance and its dimensions and depth threatened not only the revdlutionary achieve-
ments of the working class, but the very existence of the socialist system.

We pave also convinced ourselves from the histories of the revolutionary movement and
from the recent history of our party that the communist advance guard, the working

“ ¢laes, must néver lose sight of the fact that even after assumi power the defeated
forees hostile to soclalism never cease to be active in soclety.

T5 realize their designs, they seelk allies, identify themsclves with diversionist
imperialist forces, and arc willing &3 take any risk and adventure should a situation
arise in which socialism would £ind ltself internally weakened. The f{oarces of
reaction and iﬂBerialism have learned from our Czechoslovak example that the welle-
Kknown conclusiosns--the declaration af the six fraternal parties made In Bratislava

in 1968 on the necessity of an international defense of socialist gains--was nat
merely declarative. They have learned that they will meet the resnslute resistance

af a united international solidarity wherever they would want to overthrow the
socialist system by means of a counterrevolutionary offensive.

The plans of imperialism and reaction in Czechoslovakia during the 1968-69 period
failed completely. There can be no d%ubt that the detachment of Ozechoslovakia

from the alliance of socialist states--which was their aim--would have been a victory
sf imperialism and the 1loss ‘and defeat of the forces of the world revolutionary and
anti-imperialist movement. In contrast to it,; the safeguarding and strenrthening

of sscialism in Czechoslovakia has strengthened the position and self-assurance >f
revolutionary and anti-imperialist forces in their strupgle with imperialism.

From our experience it is possible to draw an unequivocal conclusion, namely that a
sncialist state is a soverelgn state under the condition that the power of the work-
“ing class headed by the communist party is firm, indestructible, and invislable.

When there arises a serious threat to it and when, as a result of a c¢ounterrevolution-

ary offensive, it finds itself in danger this results in the sovereignty of the .
snscialist state itself being endeangered since a‘danger sf dependence on imperialism
arises.

i0. Excerpt from Gustav Husak's address to the 14th Congress of the
Czechoslovak Commmist Party, 25 May 1971.

The Czechoslovak events in 1968 reaffirmed the truthfulness of the Leninist preéept
that unless it has a principleminded and firm' leadership which stands unréservedly

On positions of Marxism-Leninism, even the largest revolutionary force becomes

a dispersed mass ingapable of organized action and, under the onslaught of counter-
revolutionary forces, may under certaln circumstances suf{fer defleat.

An objective apalysis of the development in this period confirms that had- -1t not been
for the timely international assistance of our closest socialist allies B

L ', the power of the workers class and the workin '
ing people in our country would
have suffered a defeat whigh ,would have had inestimable consequences not only zor our

people but for peace .in Eurodb and would have led to the threatening of the positions
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Frcm the rostrum of our congress we want to reaffirm the evaluatlgn of 21 August 1968
as was unanimously approved in December 1370 by our Central Committee and supported
by the whole party. The entry of the allied forces o; the five socilalist
countries into (zechoslovakia was an aet of internmational gsolidarity

‘ whizh correspondedtto both the common
interests of the working people and the international workers clage and the soclalist
community, and to the class interests of the world communist movepent,
Through this internaticnal action the lives of thousands of peop}?gwere saved, the
internal and external conditions for peaceful and quiet work‘wereyinsured, the western
border of the soctalist camp was strengthened, and the hopes of tﬁe imperialist cirecles

to revise the consequences of World War 1I were frustrated. =~

At our 14th congress we are cdncluding a criSIs-riddéh.and qompl&cated period. . On
behalf of our whole party and the great majority 6r thé”work;ng~ eople, we want to v
express our sincere thanks to the CPSU, the 3oviet Government, the=Sov1et people, you -
personally, Comrade Brezhnev ' :

and the other socialist friends from the fraternal parties whose first secretaries
are present today vthat in a difficult situatiqn they understood the
fears of the Czechoslovak communists for the cause of socialism, the request by many
party and state functionaries, by many communists 8nd collectives of working people
for assistance, that this international assistance saved our country from civil wap -
and counterrevqlution, and that the achievements of socialism were defended. -~ ToT

The rightwing majority of the party leadership tried to hide the truth about the
international assistance rendered by the allies, which permitted open treason agalnst

the Marxist-leninist policy with the well-known statement by the Central Committee
Presidium of 21 August 1968. This act .of breach of faith greatly harmed our country

and the interests of the international communist movement. Primarily because of this :
statement and its dissemination by all communications media, an atmosphere of unbelievable
disinformation and of chauvinist hysteria was created at & difficult moment, and under

the pressure of mass psychosis even many communists and honest c¢itizens succumbed, and
they then committed deeds which very often contrasted completely with all their previous
work for socialism and their convictions.

The entry of the allied troEps multiplied the power of our domestic forces, who were
determined to defend by political means the achievements of socialism in Czechoslovakia -
and to create a firm hinterland for development of the broad mobilization of the working
people for the struggle to overcome the counterrevolutionary threat, The signing of the
protocol between the Soviet and Czechoslovak representatives in the days of 23-26 August 1968
in Moscow strengthened the security of the healthy forces. It became a mighty impulse

for the growth of politiéal self-confidence and capability for action by the party,

. the working eclass, and the whole of our society.

Excerpt from Leonid Brezhnev's speech at the 14th Congress of the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia, 26 May 1971.

Comrades, your present achievements, your confidence in the future, are based on tha
fact that the party has mapped out the correct way, which meets the vital interests
of the multimillion masses of the working people in towns and villages. They are
convinced of this through their aeveryday experience, They show their loyalty to the
Communist Party and their trust in its policy in the most convincing manner--with
deeds and creative labor, fThis is precisely why the ocountry!'s economy, which had
been thoroughly shattered and in essence brought to the brink of erisis by the
revisionists, the so-called improvers of socialism, was restored in a short time and
is moving confidently ahead. : )
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Dear oomrades, we have already had occasion.to speak about the fact that the lcac.
learned by your party from the sharp skirmishes with the class ehemy are significa
not only for tha. further development of Czechosl‘ovakia but also;(‘or other socialis:
countries and for other communist parties. Your experience agafh reminds us that the
sacrad duby of communists in sooialist countries is to strictly ifollow, in all
antivity connected with building the new soclety, lLanin's behests, tha ravolutionary
essance of hisz great teaching, and to glve a decisive rebuff to{any attempts to dis-
tort and falsify leninism or any manifestations of opportunism,

This- experience repeatedly oconfirms and warng of the great danger of coﬁplacency, the
great necessity of Indefatigable vigilanecs toward all forms of hostile actiéity by

the enemies of socialism, Tt teaches understanding of the heecessity of waging a con-
sistent struggle agatnst the subversive actions of 1nternation§1 imperialism, It show
the importance of strengthening tha leading role of the Comrunist Party, its links
with the wide masses of ihe workinng people, of constantly improving the style and
method of party work in educating the masses, of oonsistently developing socialist
democragy.. :

Life has again convineingly confirmed that the foroe of socialist internationalism,
the fraternal cohasion of socialist states and their unbreakable solidarity and
mutual support were, are, and Wwill be of the greatest value for comumunists of social-
ist countries, forl_the:nf_ reXlable support and powerful weapons in the sf:ruggle with

“terrible enemies,

Tempered in class battles, the CPCZ is confidently leading the working peopie to
new achlevements in building socialism. The Czechbslovak :Soclalist Republic today
stands before the entire world as a strong link in the great aliiance of the

people building a new life, and no one will ever be able to sever Czechoslovakia
from the socialist camp, '

No one will ever be able to break out brotharhood and our friendship.

12. SOVIET NEWS, London
12 May 1970

Text of Sovict-Gzechoslovak Treaty of -
Friendship, Co-operation and [Muiual Assistance

CPYRGHT -

LA I b T I 77 T £ Y o] the Treatly of Friendthip, Co operation and
Mutuagl Assistance between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
and the Czechoslovak Soctallst Republie, which was signed in Prague
on May 6. .

“ For the USSR, the treaty was signed by Leonid Brezhnev, general
sceretary of the central committee of the Communist Pdrty of the
' - 'Soviet Union, and Alexei Kosygin, Chairman of the USSR Counell
* of Ministers, and for Czechoslovakia, by Gustav Husak, first secretary
of the central committee of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia,

and Lubomir Strougal, Chairman of the Government,

H

HE Union of Soviet Socialist
-* Republics and the Czcchoslovak
Socialist Republic,

Reaflirming their loyalty to the alms
“and principles of the Soviet:Czecho-
-slovak Treaty of Friendship, Mutual
Assistance and Postwar Co-operation,
concluded on December 12, 1943, and
prolonged

between the peoples of the two stateg

and laid a firm foundation for the .
consolidation of fraternal

further
friendship and all-round co-operation
between them,

Being profoundly convinced that the
inviolable friendship between the

v

“Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

el piE#t01 1

and the

as 8c1999/09/ D2 ¢d
which Dlﬂygﬂﬁrmgfﬁqﬂﬁeasgrﬂgg against fascism and furthep

development of friendly relations

deepened in the years of the bulld-

ing of socialism and communism, and
also the fraternal mutual assistance
and all-round co-operation between
them, based on the teaching of.
Marxism-Leninism and the Immut-
ible principles of socialist inter-
hationalism, accord with' the para-
mount interests of the peoples of
both countries and the entire soclslist

94A000300080001-5
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the socialist gains achicved at the
cost of the herole efforts and-
scifiess labour of cach people, are
the common internationalist duty of
socialist countrics, :
Consistently and  unswervingly,
coming out for the strengthening of
the unity and cohesion of all the
countries of the soclalist common-.
wealth, ‘based on the community of
their social systems and ulimate aima,

. Fully resolved to observe strictly
the obligations stemming from the
Warsaw  Treaty of  Fricndship,
Co-operation and Mutual Assistance
of May 14, 1955, .

Stating that economic co-operation
between the two countrles is facili-
tating their development and also the
further Improvement of the inter-
national soclalist division of labour.
and sociallst economic integration
within the framework of the Councll
for Mutual Economic Assistance,
! Expressing the firm - interdion to
enhance the cause of strengthening
-peace and security in Europe and
throughout the world and to ‘oppose
fmperialism, revanchism and  mills
tarism, o

Proceeding- on the basis of the
aims and principles proclatmed in the
United Nations Charter, - ‘

And taking into consideration the
achievements of socialist and coms
Jnunist construction in the two coun~
tries, the present situation and the
fprospects for all-round co-operation,
as well as the changes that have

taken place in Europe and through-

out the world since the conclusion:
of the Treaty of Deccember 12, 1943,

Have agreed on the following: - .

ARTICLE 1 i
The high contracting parties, in.
sccordance with the principles of!
jocialist internationalism, shall fur-
ther strengthen the eternal and:
unbreakable friendship between the'
‘peoples of the Union of Soviet Soci-’
alist Republics and the Czechoslovak.
‘Socialist Republic, and shall develop
all-round’ co-operation* between the
two countries and render one another
fraternal aid and support, proceeding
on the b-yis of mutual respect for
state sovercignty and independencs
equality, and non-interference ia o2
anolher’s internal afairs

ARTICLE 2

‘The high contracting parties,
proceeding on the basis of the prine
ciples of friendly mutual assistance
and the iInternational socialist divi-
sion of labour, shall further develop
and-. deepen - mutually “benéficial
bilnteral and. multilateral economie,
lcl_gnmjc anq technical co-operation

. shall  undertake ,the

with the aim of developing the
national economy, achieving the
highest scientific and technical level
and efliciency of social production,
and Improving the material wellbeing
of the working people of thetr
countries.

The two sides will contribute to
the further development of economie
ties and co-operation, and to the
soclallst economic integration of
member-states of the Council fox‘i
Mutual Economic Assistance, k

ARTICLE 3 . ot

The high contracting parlies shall
further develop and expand co-oper-
ation between the two countries in
the flelds of science and culture;
education, literature and art, the
press, radlo, the cinema, television;
public health, tourism, physical culs
ture and other fields., . R

L. ARTICLE ¢

- The high contracting parties shall
further facilitate the expansion’ of
co-opération and direct tics between
organs of statc power and publice
organisations ofi working .people with:
the object of making the peoples of
the two states better acquainted with
one another on a reciprocal basis
and bringing them closer together.(i

ARTICLE & ‘
‘The . high contracting parties,
expressing their unswerving detérmin
atlon to advance along the road of
building socialism and communism,
necessary.
measures to defend the soclalist
gains of the peoples and the sccurity
and Independence of both countries,
shall strive for the development of
all-round refations among the states
of the sacialist community and shalj
act in the spirit of consolidating thejr
amity, friendship and brotherhood.

; ARTICLE 6 '

The . Nigh  contracting  partics
proceed  from the assumption that
the Munich Apreeiment of Septem-
Her 4, 1038, was reached under the
et of & winr of aggrension and the
use “{',f‘""'“ against Cuochoslovakia,
was a component part of Hitler
Germany's criminal conspirary
arainsi peace and a flagrant viola~
tion of the principal standards of

~'international law, and, therefore, was

invalid from the very outset, with
:1}1“1i the consequences stemming from
5.

ARTICLE %

The high contracting parties, con-
sistenlly “promoting a policy of
Ppeaceful co-existence belween states:
with different sociat sysems, shalf
make every effort to safeguard inter-
hational peace and the sccurity of

the peoples from encroachments by
the aguressive forces of impcerialism
and reaction, to lessen International
tensiqn, to stop the arms race and
to acljfeve general and complcte dis-
armafnent and the final abolition of
colonjalism in all ite forms and
manifcstations, and to render support

to cquntries that have become free_ -

from’ colonial domination and are
advancing along the road of strength-

ening their national independence and )

soverelgnty,

' ARTICLE 8
. The high contracting parties shall
préss jolntly ta Improve the situation
angd ensurc pcace in Europe, to con-
solldate and develop co-operation
among Europcan states, to establish
good-neighbourly relations between
them and to create an effective system
of European security on the basis
"of the colicctive cofforts of all
European states.

© ARTICLE 9
The high contracting partics declare
that the immutability of the state
fronticrs in Europe, formed after the
Sccond World War, is one of the main
prerequisites for ensuring European
sectrity. ‘They express their frm
dctermination to ensure, jointly with
other member-states of the Warsaw
Treaty of Friendship, Co-operation
and Mutual Assistance of May 14,
1955, and in accordance with it, the
inviolability of the frontiers of thé
member-states of that Treaty, and to
take. all the necessary measures to
prevent aggression by any forces of
militarism” and revanchism and to
repel the aggressor.

ARTICLE 10

If one of the high contracting
parties ig subjected to armed attack
by some state or group of states, the
other contracling party, viewing this
ps  nm  attack  agalnst  itsclf, sholl
Immecdiately afford it every assistance,
including armed assistance, and shall
also support It' by all means at jtg'
disposal in implementation of its'right
to individual 'or collective self-,

»

defence in accordance with Article 651 -

of the Charter of the United Nations,

The measures taken on the strenpth
of this Article shall be immediately
reported by the high contracting
partics to the United Natlons Security
Council and they shall act in accord-
ance with 'the provisions of the United
Natlons Chérter,

’ ARTICLE if

The high coniracting parties shall
Inform cach other and consult with
cach other on- all important intere
national questions involving thelr
Interests and shall act on the basis
of their common position, agreed upon
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in accordance with the interests of
both statles.

ARTICLE 12

v The high contracting partics declare

that their commitments under exist-
Ang international treatles are not in
confllet with tho provisions of the
nresent ‘Treaty.

ARTICLE 13
The present Treaty is subject fo
ratlfication and shail enter Into force
on the day of the exchange of the
instruments of ratification, which ls
to bu carried out in Moscow at the
oartiest possible date, s
) ARTICLE 14

The treaty Is concluded for 20 years
and shall be automatically prolonged

for the next five years uniess o1 o

the high contracting parties - on
notice af abrogation 12 month: i fure

the corresponding period expicen

" Dbnd*1n Prague on May #, 3570,

In twotgopies, each in the Russian

and Ceégh languages, both texts being !

‘oquallt,;_mthentle; T -

NEW YORK TIMES
7 May 1970

CPYRGHT

“Soviet-Czech Pact Signed;
' Backs Brezhnev Doctrine

PRAGUE, May 6 (Reuters)—i
:echoslovakia and the Sovict!
vion today signed a new treas
of fricndship that endorse$
» so-calied Brezhnev Doctrine
ed to justify the 1873 inva:,
m by Warsaw Pact nations. |
The text of the treaty, made|
blic by CT.X., the. Czecho-
wak press agency, was signed
Leonid I. Brezhnev, the par-
jeader, and Premier Aleksei
Kosygin for the Soviet Un.
y, and by Dr, Gustav Husak,
1 party chiel, and Premler
bomir Strougal for Czecho-

%vakm. .

The signing came on the first
lvisit to Czechoslovakia by the
iKremlin leaders since they or-
«dered the 1968 occupation, to
'stop the reform movement un-
ider Alexander Dubcek. .
The preamble of the trealy

has the parapraph: “The de-
fense of socialist achievements
‘that were gained by the heroic
efforts of the people of each
country is the common duty of
soclalist countries.”

The defense of socialism was
the justification, Mr.' Brezhnev

~ gave.for tho .intervention. He

'said Mr. Dubcek's democratiza-
tion movement had endangered
socialisin. .

Inforthed sources said there
was concern by other East Eu-
ropean allies of Moscow about
the treaty, which not oniy ale
fudes to the right of Interven<
tion in another member of the
pact, but commits Czechoslos;
vakia to passible 'military sup~
port. to the Soviet Union out-
side Europe. .

This I provided for in Article
10, which 'says that in the case
of "armed. attack apainst one
of the high contracting parties
by any.state or group of states,

the contracting parties will re-
gard it -as an attack against
themsejves and  will immedi-
ately cxtend all assistance in-
cluding military assistance.”
The article did not limit thls
assistance to Europe, and is
likely to spark speculation

about a Czechoslovak commit-

ment to any further deteriora-
tion of rclations between the
Soviet Union and China.
Article 2 says both sides will
contribute to the further de-
velopment of cconomie integra-
tion among the members of
Comecon, East Europe’s trading
.market. . CEUREE T M
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FOR BACKGROUND USE "ONLY July 1971

SOME ASPECTS OF THE SOVIET-CZEQIOSLOVAK TREA'I};:’

Under slogans chosen by the Czechoslovak Central Committee for the occa-
sion, Soviet and Czechoslovak leaders held another cheerlesg celebration, the
25th anniversary of the Soviet "] i{beration” of Czechoslovakia which wound up
with the 6 May signing of a new 20-year Joint treaty of "friendship, coopera-
tion and mutual assistance." The treaty is like a burial rite, a final gesture
to mark the end of the Czechoslovak experiment which starteg with the ascendan-.
ey of the Dubcek leadership in January 1968 and which was eyded by the Soviet .

invasion in August 1968.

While this treaty closely resembles other USSR-Warsaw Pact treaties, the
few additions and perhaps the deletions, are significant. The key new para-
graph is the long-feared incorporation of the Brezhnev doctrine of limited '
sovereignty. ThewSoviets would doubtless like to incorporate this feature
into all future treaties with the East European Communist regimes. How or
whether the Brezhnev Doctrine is included in the initialed but still unsigned
Soviet-Rumanian treaty will be of special interest and will be of immediate
and extreme concern to all Communist regimes.

To understand what the treaty means, not merely what it says, a glossary
of Communist euphemisms and circumlocutions might be useful for non-Communists.
While the Brezhnev Doctrine, of course, is not mentioned, every good Ccmmunist
will recognize that notorious doctrine in these words from the Preamble:
"Confirming that the support, consolfdation and protection of socialist gains
achieved at the price of the heroic efforts ‘and selfless labour of each people,

a1 common internationalist duty of socialist countries..." (our underlining).
us, any Communist country, if not jtself the victim of Soviet-ordered inter-
ontion, is obligated to assist Soviet forces to dethrone a neighbor or attack
. "deviationist." This proviso implicitly strengthens the possibility of Soviet
acventurism in international disputes, the current quarrel with Communist China
being the most immediate exesmple. Earlier treaties had described the relation-
ship to the USSR as according to "principles of socialist internationalism.”
These "principles" which are also mentioned in Article 1 of the new treaty, are
understood to mean that binding decisions will be handed down by the CPSU to
other Communist Parties. That principle and its domestic counterpart 'demo-
cratic centralism,"” are a basic control weapon of the CPSU and continually un-
der attack by Yugoslavia and by dissidents in many non-ruling parties.

Article 10 includes the obligation of each party to consider an attack
on the other as "an attack against itself," to offer "every assistance, in-
cluding armed assistance" to the other regardless of the quarter from which
the attack is mounted. The Warsaw Pact treaty and other Soviet bilateral
treaties with its Satellites expressly limit mutual defense obligations to
Furope. By omitting this 1limitation in the current treaty, the way is open
for use of Czechoslovak troops to assist the USSR anywhere in the world,
Communist China being the outstanding possibility at this time.
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Another new addition is Article U, which provides for direct "ties be-
tween bodies of state power and the public organizations of working people...
sanctification for close Soviet inspection, and even superyision, of Czecho-
sloveka at every level, It undoubtedly means the presence pf a Soviet advi-
sor in every key arep of Party and government ‘and the type of "shadow"
government which prevailed in the‘pre-Dubcek'era.

The Soviet Union apparently thought better of consecrgting a "mutual
friendship treaty" with agreement for armed occupation of the "friend's" ter-
ritory. Without public gsanction the military occupation may be considered
somewhat extra-legal but that is a nicety of little value to the Czecho-
slovaks. By omitting any mention of troops the USSR has avoided any avk-
ward precedents in the wording of treaties following future occupations.

A-RDP79-01194A000300080001-5
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ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY OF POST-INVASION CZECHOSLO?AKIA

- I. Conmumist Authors

1. Garaudy, Roger. La Liberte’en Sursis, Prague 1968.
‘Paris, Fayard, 1968. 159 p. Garaudy presents a colledtion of
previously unpublished texts by Alexander Dubcek, Ota Sik,
Radovan Richter, Frantisek Chamalik, etc., which shed light
on the ideological and social background of the events which
led to the intervention of the Warsaw Pact powers in August 1968.
Garaudy's introduction discusses the Czech economic mpdel and
describes the attempts towards a new socialist democricy,
which was destroyed by the Russian intervention. Garaudy
sunmarizes the invasion of Czechoslovakia as ''a crime against
hope, a crime against socialism, a crime against the future."

2. Garaudy, Roger. Le Grand Tournant du Socialisme.
Paris, GallImard, 1969. 31§ p. "It is no longer possible to
remain silent," begins Garaudy in this highly interesting book
about the crisis of the communist movement. The author, at
the time of publication still a member of the Political Bureau
of the French Commmist Party's Central Committee, comes frankly
to grips with the deepest problems which concern him as a
coommist. This study is a radical break with orthodoxy and
poses the problem of the communist movement's future, with
severe criticism of Soviet-style socialism.

3. Littel, Robert (ed.). The Czech Black Book. London,
PallMall, 1969. 314 p. (prepared by the Institute of History,
Czechoslovak Academy of Sciences) New York, Praeger, 1969. 303 p.
An abridged version of the Czech original, Seven Days in Prague,
which was a reply to the calumious Soviet White Book, this
collection of exciting documents selected by Czech historians
gives a day-by-day, even hour-by-hour, account of the first
seven days after the Russian invasion of Czechoslovakia.

4. L6bl, Eugen - Grunwald Leopold. Die Intellektuelle

Revolution; Hintergrinde and Auswirkungen des ''Prager Frilinlings''.

- Wien, Buropa Vlg, 1969. 307 p.; Dusseldorf, Eon, 1969. 309 p.
The volume is composed of two separate parts; the first, written
by E. L&bl, "Wir alle sind Tschechoslovaken'' (We all are
Czechoslovaks), deals with the problems of the Soviet state which -
according: to the author - is not a socialist state; and with the
model imposed by the Soviets on other communist parties, a model
which, despite post-Stalin changes, was only a milder form of
dictatorship. Some reflections 'on’'a socialist humanism are included.
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In the second part, "21 August 1968," Leopold Grunwald analyzes

the fundamental incentives of the Russian interventi 1 in
Czechoslovakia, which caused the 'gravest crisis' of Gpmmunism,

The main reason was, in Grunwald's opinion, the Soviet leadership's
fear of a general contamination originating in Czecho 3lovakia of
all the Warsaw Pact nations, thus endangering the Sovzejt power
positions in Eastern Europe. -

5. London, Artur. L'Aveu, Dans 1'Engrenage du Proces du
Prague. Paris, Editions Gallimard, 1968. Artur Londpn spent
some forty years in the commmist movement. He was jpst 14 when
he joined the Czech communist youth organization. Five years
later, in 1934, he was sent to Moscow and in 1936 to Spain. .
He participated in the Spanish Civil War and was decorated in

' the French Resistance. After World War II he returned to his

homeland and became Deputy Foreign Minister (1949-51). The book,
the story of his persecution and arrest, is an upsetting human
document, e very similar to those published by the Humgarian
ex-communist, ex-political prisoners. It includes intresting
passages on the intervention of some French communist leaders

on London's behalf. -

6. Mnacko, Ladislav. The Seventh Night. London, Dent.
New York, Dutton 1969. 220 p. .The author, a prominent Czech
journalist and writer, was personally acquainted with the leaders
of Czechoslovakia. He uses as a point of departure the 7 nights
following the Russian invasion to give an account of the turmoil
within the Czechoslovak Commmist Party and government from the
February 1948 takeover to the liberalization program of Alexander
Dubcek in 1968. The book is an intriguing inside view of how
the Stalinist system works. _

7. - Petkoff, Teodoro. Checoeslovaguia - El Socialismo como
Problema. Caracas, Editorial Domingo Fuentes. T1eodoro Petkoif
1s an economist, a former member of the.Venezuelan Congress and
a member of the Central Committee of the Venezuelan Communist
Party (and of its Politbureau until April 1968). Once a guerilla
fighter, Petkoff is now the leader of the left-wing faction of

- the Venezuelan C. P. He renounces the armed struggle and battles

for the récognition of a "diversity of socialist types and roads."
The book is an intelligent reappraisal of the course of events

in Czechoslovakia, beginning with the application of the Soviet
economic model in 1948 and its disastrous effect on the national
economy. Continuing with an analysis of the Novotny era and

the period of reforms, he ends with a condemnation of the Russian
invasion, _ '

A 8. Tigrid, Pavel. la chute Irresistible d'Alexandre Dubcek.
Calmamn-Levy, Paris, 1969. _
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9. Tigrid, Pavel. Lle Printemps de Prague. Parié; Seuil, 1968.
The best book-lenﬁth survey of the pre-invasion period, based on

the author's running analyses in Svedectvi (Czech emigre magazine
in Parik). :

II.' Non-Communist Authors

1. Osley, Anthony. Free Commmnism, a Czech Expetiment. London,
Young Fabian Pamphlet, 1969. 35 p. This short studytdeals with
the impossibility of liberalization of the existing communist system.

2. Schwartz, Harry. Prague's 200 Days. New Yorﬂ, Praeger, 1969.

3. Tatu, Michel. L'Heresie impossible: chronique du drame
tchechoglovaque. Paris: Bernard Grasset, 1967-1968. A collection
< of dispdtches to Le Monde by their Viemna correspondent; the ablest
journalistic coverage of the events.

S _

4. Wechsberg, Joseph. The Voices." Garden City, N. Y.:
Doubleday, 1969. A brief, Sensitive account of the "underground
radios," by the Central European correspondent of The New Yorker.

5. Windsor, Philip and Roberts, Adam. Czechoslovakia 1968:
Reform, Repression and Resistance. New York, Colombia University
Press, 1969. 200 p. The volume contains two essays by two members
of the London School of Economics. "“Eastern Europe and the Detente"
is a history of the invasion of Czechoslovakia which, according to
Windsor, resulted in replacing democratic centralism with the rule
of factionalism. Prof. Roberts study, "'Invasion and Resistance,"
discusses the revolutionary spontaneity of the civilian population
and the passive role of the ammy during the critical weeks in
August 1968.

6. Zeman, Z. A. B. Prague Spring: A Report on Czechoslovakia.
London, Penguin. New York, Hill and Wang, 1969." 167 p. The author,
a native of Czechoslovakia and now a professor of history at
St. Andrews University in Scotland, spent several weeks in
Czechoslovakia in April 1968. The study is a summary of his

. personal observations and of talks with people he met: state and
party functionaries, intellectuals, workers, men on the street.
It offers some historical background and relevant passages from
speeches, manifestoes and articles. The study presents a fair
picture of the reform movement and an excellent analysis of the
Czechoslovak experiment. The chronology of events covers a
period of time from June 1967 to August 1968.
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I1I.

Extensively Reviewed Books

1. WASHINGTON POST, 1 April 1971.

e Courage in Czechoslovakia

One quotation from cach
guthor will demonstrate
how contradictory thelr
judg nenis about the mean-
ing of the events they ob-
served can be.

To the distingulshed New’
York Times reporter, Tad
Szule, the Czechoslovak
Spring and its anticlimax,
the Soviet invasion,
“marked the beginning of a
fundamental metamorphosis
of Communism . . . if not of
its ultimate collapse.”

Michel Solomon, a French
physician turned journalist,
saw the formal confirmation
of the Soviet occupation as
the curtain falling “on the
most traglc chapter of Buro-
pean history since the end
of World War IL.” '

And Ivan Svitak, who
identifles himself as a
“Muarxist philogopher, social-
ist humanist, and Czechoslo-
vak cltizen,” expresses the
convicilon that “the Czecho-
slovak experiment foun-
dered on its efforts to ac-
complish the impossible: the
Furopcanization of Russia

viet Communism.”

The brave men . and
women who carried'the flag
of freedom and econoinic re-
form through the streets of
Prague and Bratislava dur-
ing the exhilarating spring
of 1968, were sure that they

final chapter in the history
of Marxism-Leninism, Most
_ of them were active Party
memnibers and they recog-

tion of the Party; they
wanted to preserve the so-
clalist system of economy
and they proclaimed their fi-
delity to the alliance with
the Soviet Union. Inteliec-
tuals, as many of them were,
sensitive to national tradi-
tions and the need for soclal

they believed deeply in the
reconciliati

and the humanization of So-

nized the predominant posi-

were writing the last and-.

progress and human dignitly,.

CZECHOSLOV AKIA
Tad Szulc,

SINCE WORLD wAR Il By >

(Viking, 503 pp., $14} ¢

PRAGUE NOTEBOOK: The Strangled Revolution.
By Michel Solomon, Transluted from the French by

Helen Euastis,

{Little, Brawg, 361 pp. $8.95)

THE CZECHOSLOVAK EXPERIMENT: 1968-1969.

By Ivan Svitak.

{ Columbla. 243 pp.. fHustrated, $10.93)
_ Reviewed by Josef Korbel
The reviewer, Andrew W, Mellon Professor of Inter-

national Siudies at the University of Denver, is the author
of several books including Communist Subversion of

* Czechoslovakia, 1038- 1048,

Thelr admirable enthusi-
asm, unconcerned with the
realities of the situation,
even led them to the convie-
tion that they were acting in
the interests of the Soviet
Union when they planned o
establish “socialism with a
human face.” Ultimately,
the face had to be smashed,
but it shined uncxpectedly
for a few months even in
ithe presence of Soviet
tanks, when not only intel-
lectuals and political re-
formers but masses bf
young people and workers
defied ihe brutal forces of
the invaders.

It i3 against this sketchy
background that one can set
out to evaluate.the three
books under review. Szulc
and Solomon, both report-
ers, made full use of the ex-
traordinary circumsiances
in which many leaders of
the liberalization movement
were anxious to talk to them
about matlers that musl
have been considered lop se-
eret in a one-parly system.
Both authors accepled some
of the statements they heard

uncrilically and both fail to
set them in proper perspee-
tive.

Solomon’s treatment Is an-
ecdotal and episodic, a dis-
jointed collection of ossays,
lacking in integratlon and

dercurrents responsible for
the events he witnessed. In
the sccond part of his book,
he has some of the reformist
lcaders cxplain the causes
of the “Spring”; but at that
time ihey were carried away
by enthusiasm and being In
the midst of the fire, inevit-
ably and understandably
lost their sense of propoy-
tion, .

Szulc has a deeper ynder-
standing of the historical
qualily of national upheav-
als. Czechoslovak Marxist
philosophers were the first
Westerners living in a Com-
munist society to apply mod-
ern ¢ritical analysis to so-
cialism in their attempt “lo
wed socialist concepts of so-
cial economic justice with
the West's traditions of po-
Yitlcal, cultural, and scien-
tific freedom.” He sees the
Prague events as “a revolu-
tion in the deepest philo-
sophical sense.” This is as
good a summatlon of the so-
ciological complexity of the
Czechoslovak events as any-
one can offer.

Szulc also puts the events
in an explanatory historieal
setting going back to Czech-
oslovak politics during the
War and proceeding to
sketch  their vieissitudes
after the War—the brutal
period of Stallnization, of

eSO Dy —comparative

“flashes” which throw a.
Hght on the developments in
the other Communist coun-
trics in Eastern FEurope,
‘though this ambitious un-
dertaking leads him neces-
sarily to oversimplifications.

The author is thoroughly
familiar with the theme of
the Spring which, bowever,
is frequently obscured by cl-
tations of scores of unimpor-
tant (and unpronouncenble)
names. ile coltected an enor-
mous guanlity of inforina-
tion, but a more judicious
sifting of materials would
have let cvents speak even
more cloquently and con-
vincingly f{or themselves,
Tor instance, a sentence
about Czechoslovkia, “in
which the written word com-
mands more atlention than
tanks,” goes 1o the very
roots of her history, the
glory of her Spring, and the:
humiliation of her defeat by
Soviet armies; but the sen-
tence is lost in the massive
prescntation of delails.

Svitak's book is a work of
different caliber. lle was
one of the most active per-
gons {n the liberalization
movement  and his work
eonsists mainly of artlcles
and speeches he wrote dur-
ing the Czechoslovak Spring
and a few lectures he dellv-
ered post mortem in the
United States, where he
found refuge. Of all intelice.
tual leaders, his demands
foi' change were most radl.
cal.

Presenting them wijth a
professorial pedanlry, as if
enunciating eternal truths,
he was not, only critical of
past Stalinist totalitarian-
ism but also suspicious of

“Dubcek’s  leadership, in
which he saw anolher elitist
group that sought only lim-
‘{ted objectives. He pleaded
for “democracy not demuve-
ratization”; {or a multiparty
system, not Just a change of

e . jgsi ; 18 urges, and belated de-Stal- rds; for_human dignity
reconciliata Bl Bor REMERE 488810047 CIA-RDR7904194400030085008 168 umunization of
personail freedom and one- . : 4 ‘ sociely., He advocated unity
party rule. '
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between  mutually depend-
ent intelligentsia and work-
ers and, adjusting Marx (his
teacher) to his own individ-
walistic, non-Mavist im-
ages, he  condemned  all
Communist partles as antl-
Muarxist.

To him the Spring was a
revolution ayainst alienation
""Q_%“"E Individuad in an in-

dustrialized soviely, a con-
flict between two tnlerpreta-
tions of Marxism. And he
betieved (hat real Marxinn
can he  attgined  only
through wncompromising:
prolection of human rights
andd opposition to the Com-
munist  Party. A philowo
pher, drawn into the arcna

oWt (Iu(um that “the politi-

of  politics, hv frnored M‘
fan beae o b g
clan's greatest skill 1s to dp
clde what 1y realistle atl n
Biven moment aud what s
utoplan Therein Hes e
explunation of Svitak's nnd ple for
even his less radical cols
leagues’- defeal;  they ulg
devestimated or furgot !higé

& story of the

power and poliey

"
A

brutal claw.. of
The three autn

couraze of 4 n.
will never abandoar . drap
hberty,
buoks also provide o fe Lon
about the teahily o ‘u\l(l

[NEINTIE
' el
thslosot ahle
tivns wwhneh

Lot thyegr

2. Shawcross, William. Dubcek.

CPYRGHT

* WILLIAM SHAWCROSS

Simon and Schuster, N. Y., 1970.

Relatively unknown before the Soviet
Union invaded Czechoslovakia in August
1968, Alexander Dubcek suddenly
emerged as a courageous, charismatic
ieader in the violent struggle which ended
in his fall. In this first biography of Dub-
cek, William Shawcross explores the
enigma of the politician who altered the
image of European communism more
dramatically than anyone since Stalin, the
man who believed in “socialism with a
- human face." -

The account of Dubcek's attempt to
reconcile communism and democracy —
and his failure to do so—provides a re-
vealing commentary on the nature and
future of European politics. It is a com-

" mentary that goes to the heart of many of
the critical political issues of the day:
economic development, civil liberties,
separation of powers, national sover-
eignty. Against these themes an exciting
human drama of a sort ‘‘glimpsed other-
wlse only in noveis " as The Llstener pue

W@-ﬁan who was at once a sincere
idealist and a wily political strategist, a

dedicated Communist and a civil liber-
tarian, a nationalist and a man steeped in

 AboVEd Bk iNtssRIns srelye

end.

Dubcek is based on pioneering r
search throughout Czechoslovakia, i
cluding Interviews with politicians, wr
ers, students, workers and friends
Dubcek. Interweaving personal accounis
and documentary evidence, Shawcrogs
vividly portrays Dubcek’s early life a
his father’s restless search for the idegl
soclety, first in America and then in tHe
Soviet Union; the involvement of fath¢r
and son in the Slovak national uprisi
agalnst the Germans in 1944; Dubcek|s
years as an independent Party official;
the strange, unstabie coalition that
brought him.to power; the way in whidh
his unique abllities and inescapable
weaknesses brought about his fali; a
his years of further humiliation and fa
ure following his deposition.

William Shawcross writes about East
European affairs for the London Sunday
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Dubeok biographer

\VH.MAM SHAWCROSS,
whaose hiography of Mr,
Nubeek is 1o he published by

[ Weidenleld  next werk.—1he

second - anniversary  of  the
Saviet invasion ol Crechoslo-
vakia-—-mare or less stumbled
into the task. :

Now 24, he went in for the
Diplomatic Service examina-
tion after Tlon and Univer-
gity College, Oxford, and
came second in the short list
of successinl candidates.

With  splendidly  unprece-
dented cheek he persuaded
the Forcign Office to prant
him a year’s leave before
joining them, so that he
could study as a sculptor at

-

.a holiday.

the St. Martin's School of Art.

In the middlc of the coursa;
he and his sister Joanna—
now on the way to becoming
a doclor—went to Prague fog

aroused in him an intensg:
sympathy for the Crechs, Ow
his return to Eogland he
chucked the Diplomatic Scrs
vice and has since been back
to Czechoslovakia about 20
times.

That he is the son of the
man who prosecuted the Ger-

The  Russian in\'rasiog

‘man war criminals at Nurem-

berg in 1946 has been a help
to him in his rcsearches for
the Dubctk book. _

His next project: a volume
on Hungary. .

3. Weisskopf, Kurt. The Agony of Czechoslovakia '38/ '68.

Elek, London, 1968.

The Agony of Cxechoslovakia ‘3 8/'68
’ KURT WEISSKOPF

" CPYRGHT

15 March 1939 — The German Army marches
into Prague Co

21 Angust 1968 —~ The Russians invade

Once more this small nation, just
beginning to work out its salvation, has
found itself threatened with brutal and
soul-destroying tyranny.

. Kurt Weisskopf is one of the few jour-

v ulists of Czech origin now working in
London who was present during the
German rape of Czechoslovakia and has
kept in touch with the country ever since..
it is a dramatic coincidence that he

should have been completing his politi- -

cal memoirs at the very moment when
the Russians suddenly invaded. This
book will give the world, stunned by
Soviet perfidy, a deeper understanding
of a nation’s sufferings. .

The first part of the book is a vivid
description of Czechoslovakia in the
months leading up to the Western

powers’ betrayal of the country to -

‘Hitler at Munich., The author, then a

young trade union official, tried to alert

his friends and political collcagues to the
dangers of German territorial ambition
and Nazi infiltration, only to encounter
plind optimism, complacency and an
unjustified faith in foreign allics. This
inside story of the iragic disintegration
of a highly civilized country throws a
revealing light on the background,
historicai and psychological, of the
1968 upheaval. :

Mr Weisskopf revisited Praguc in 1945
and what he found in the liberated
country, the surviving friends he talked
to, gave him an insight into the dis-
enchantment with democracy which
contributed so strongly to the Com-
munist take-over. His later visits, in 1966
and 1967, enabled him to give a devastat-
ing first-hand account of what the Czechs
call ‘the cra of dcformation’: the
bizarre and depressing tyranny mas-
querading under the title of *Socialism’

. and asspciatcd with the name of

Novoiny.

He describes in detail the causes of the
change of leadership in 1968 and dis-
tusses the extraordinary rapidity with

/. which the pcople, after ycars of totali-

tariari . indoctrination,’ embraced their
new-found frecedom. He analyscs the
new governmeni's Action Programme
and gives the first full summary in
English of this important- document.

Then he follows the exciting develop-

ments of June to August, up fo the

return of the Czechoslovak lcaders to
" Prague after the Russian invasion, while ’

the world anxiously watches the out-
come of the ‘compromise’ arrived at in
Moscow. o

This is-a book by a man passionately
committed to Czechoslovak freedom;

who has seen many of his friends in

Czech politics disappear in the Nazi

WBiY ges, and_s therseer

. KURT WEISSKOPF was born in 1907,
' a doctor's son in an industrial town in

“uating in law and economics at Prague
. University, he was employed as eco-

- capacity met many of the Czechoslovak

. 1940 ‘and took part in the invasion of
‘ the continent in 1944. He returned to
" Britain in 1945 and worked as a railway

holocaust, others vanish in the Com- .

among the country’s new liberal leaders.
It is both a political narrative and &
personal testimony.

North Bohemia, and became a socialist
revolutionary at anearly age. After grad-

nomic research officer in the progressive
Private Employees’ Union, and in this

feaders of the future, When the Ger-
mans occupied Prague he escaped to
Britain and joined the Czechoslovak
army in exile. He fought in France in

‘porter, a filing clerk and a staliholder
.in a street market before entering his
'present occupation of financial and
‘economic journalist. He took British
citizenship in 1949 and Jives in London
with his English wife, whom he married

in 1940. This is his first book.
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4. Rodnick, David. The Strangled Democracy Czechgslovakia
1948-1969. The Caprock Press, Lubbock, Texas, 1970. =

CPYRGHT PREFACE

i

This study of the Crzechs and Slovaks is the result of two visits my wife and |
made to Czcchoslovakia, one in 1948 and the other in 1969. In 1947 .we had
spent seven months doing research in the Czech and Slovak Unit of the 'ﬁo!umbia
University Project in Contemporary Cultures in New York City. By November we
had become convinced that the internal situation in Czechoslovakia Was so‘uncertain
that, il we were to continue our rescarches there as we had planned, then'we would
have to hasten our arrival. In December 1947 we obtained a year's visa, and with
the help of the late Ruth Benedict sceured a grant from the Social Science Research
Council. We arrived in Prague in latc January 1948 and remained for ten months
until the end of November. ’*%

During these ten months we visited 53 cities, towns, and villages in Bohemia,
Moravia, and Slovakia, where we talked with 492 individuals on an avcrag"'g of two
to four times. These included 71 farmers, 87 workers, 138 artisans, shopkeepers,
clerks ‘andeminor administrative officials, and 196 doctors, lawyers, engineers,
teachets, officials, factory managers, and former wealthy businessmen. We visited
schools in town and country from nursery school to university level, including
apprentice classes in six factories. Through the cooperation of the Ministry of
Education, we were able to observe 70 classrooms and to visit with some 2,132

~pupils and students from the ages of 3 to 22. Of these, we interviewed 608 more
intensively on their family life, attitudes, and problems. ’

An original manuscript covering our field studyin Czechoslovakia was never
published, but from the vantage point of those findings we were able to foresee the
Prague Spring which arrived in the first seven months of 1968. In the fall of 1969
we returned to Czechoslovakia for two months and experienced the feeling that
we were resuming where we had left off in November 1948.

Most of the following chapters were part of our 1949 manuscript with the
-exception of those sepments dealing with events and obscrvations since 1948. We
have added nothing to our original observations and hope that the reader will agree
that they are still timely: despite Communism, the cultures of the Czechs and
Stovaks have changed very little. '

My wife has been as Interested in compiling this manuscript as I.
She was with me on the Columbia University Project in Contemporary Cultures,
accompanied me on both trips to Czéchosiovakia, and has spent many hours sifting,
typing, and editing materials. We both feel that its subject matter touches us all
as human beings. .

3

" on Czechoslovak Communism in Crisis. The M.I.T. Press, Cambridge,
Massachusetts and London, England, 1969. The original sources
compiled in this volume, many of which have not previously been
-available in English, will allow students of commmism to examine
more closely both the -substance of change in C_zechoslovaklg prior
to Soviet intervention in August 1968 and the subsequent disarray
in.the international Commmist movement. Robin Remington has
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selected documents to show, first, what was actually happening

in Czechoslovakia before invasion. How had what George Modelski
calls "Commmist culture" with its own literature, symbols, and
ritual behavior declined in Prague? This section incjudes major
statements on such questions as freedom of the press , #the role

of the Czechoslovak Commumist Party, Czech-Slovak constitutional
federation, the importance of interest groups within d'Communist
state, and the controversial Action Program of the n W, Dubcek
government. The second and third sections of the book contain
papers on Czechoslovak liberalization and orthodox response.

The documents show increasingly concerned Soviet and Fast
European reactions, pressures put on Prague, and negotiations,
which, failing, led to invasion. The bock's fourth section deals
with the invasion and the split in world communism. It shows
postinvasion justification from Moscow conbined with deviant
reactions from other Communist parties. Specifically, documents
demonstrate where parties normally so far apart as the Chinese
and the French stood in relation to the invasion, and they discuss
reverberatjons in Yugoslavia and Rumania, Cuba, North Vietnam, and
Italy. The text includes six cartoons fram Czechoslovak journals,
seventy-two documents, and thirty-five commentaries by Robin Remington,
who is Research Associate in Commmnist Studies, M.I.T. Center for
International Studies. , BT o
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LE MONDE, Paris , "
2 May 1970 1

CPYRGHT "'THE CONFESSION' by Costa-Gavras" %

After the last picture has faded away and after the words "The End"
have disappesred from the screen, the viewer is left nonplyssed and mute
for a brief-instant, as if suspended between the nightmare ¥hich he has
Just been through and a daily reality that slowly recovers ;ts bearings. -

That just about describes the emotionsl force of this ¥ilm, its power

"of suggestion, to the point where it shakes up our nerves.Qﬁd wounds our
" consclence. B

"2", Costa-Gavras' preceding film, was a political pamphlet which
'took the form of a tale of adventures. "Adventure" however completely
disappeared from "L'Aveu" [The Confession] and the pamphlet became a
tragedy, the tragedy of a man placed in contradiction with his most _
intimate certainties, with his faith in an . ideology which he never ceased
to serve and in vhose name -- by some monstrous irony -- he was forced
even to deny hiffelf.

This is an authentic tragedy. Its hero is Artur london and "The

Confession" is directly inspired by the book which he published in France
2 years ago. under the same title.

Artur London had been a member of the Czechoslovek Communist Party
since his youth; he fought in the International Brigades during the

Spanish Civil War; he joined the French Resistance soon after the armistice
and the Nazis deported him to Mauthausen. In 1951, Artur London was vice-
minister of foreign affaires of the Czechoslovak government. He held this
high office when he was arrested in Prague, held incommunicado, interrogated
and tortured for 22 months, and Tinally sentenced with 13 of his friends --
including Party Secretary-General Slansky -- on charges of "conspiracy
|against the state." Sentenced to life imprisonment (11 of the accused were
Jto be executed), Artur London was rehabilitated in 1956.

The film tells the principal episodes of London's imprisonment and

Jtrial. Minutely and pitilessly, Costa-Gavras describes the means used by
|the pplice machine to get the prisoner to confess (to "confess" what —-

since he is innocent?), to fprce him step by step to feel that he is guilty.
What we are presented with here is a long series of days and nights running
finto ‘each other, a kind of abstract eternity, in the course of which his
Bhouting guards forced him ceaselessly to run around the few square yards of
his cell, to sleep in "regulation position," to lap his food like an animal ,
Lo begin a hundred times over to tell his life's story under the pretext that
te was wrong about some details,... What we see here is the systematic
estruction of the vital forces, the intelligence, the memory, and the

. feason of a human being. When truth ang logie no longer make any sense,

vhen physical exhaustion is addéd_to terror, humilistion, and total solitude,
pven’ the most ecourageous individual winds up by condemning himself. London
ponfessed, just like all of his comrades. The trial could begin but it is

fore like an "investigation" and it constitutes a grotesque parody of what

¢ne normally understands by a trial.
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"The Confession" is essentially a political film and ‘beyond the crimes
committed by the hangmen of the Stalinist power, it denouﬁées the perversion
of Communist ideals. But it never challenges the greatnegs$ and nobility of
<his ideal. In his book, Artur Londen constantly states fhat he remained
falthful te Cemmunism (at least to that faith of Communismiwhich the Praopue
Spring dbroughi cut once again) and this fidelity of the aﬁ@por to the faith
of his youth is one of the keys to the film. To make sur§7$hat there will
be no misunderstanding, to make the dividing line between ;dontempt and
respect perfectly clear, Costa Gavras included in his talgﬁéome parentheses
which come 10 years after London's release and which enable the latter to
reviev his state of mind at the moment he wrote his book.gf

The film's last image perfectly illustrates the significance of this.
It tskes.us back to Prague, but this time in 1968. The Russian troops have
~just invaded the capital. On a brick wall, students and workers can be
seen writing the following slogan in huge letters: '"Lenin, Wake Up! They
Have Gone Mad."

Far from contradicting "Z", "The Confession" prolongs Costa Gavras'
preceding film® The same menaces threaten the liberty of man on the right
and on the left and we know very well that political police officers used
(or are still using) Kafkaesque methods not only in the country of Kafka...»

From the strictly cinematographic viewpoint, "Mhe Confession" in my
opinion was better than "Z". In this latter film (which won prizes in
Hollywood and elsewhere), there were some elemeu.s of complacency which per=
haps were motivated by the manner in which the subject was treated and by '
the characters (the "colonels" being considered here &as buffoons). But in
"ihe Confession" everything is simple, serious, and painful. There are no
concessions here, no gratuitous effect. The movie is fastpaced, thus pre-
venting this tight nightmare from turning to monotony. In Jorge Semprun,
the scenario writer and author of the dialogues, Costa Cavras has found a
valuable collaborator and in Yves Montand, gaunt, bruised, fighting step
by step against his ultimate end, he has found e peerless character inter-
preter, We can guess that both (the same is true of Simone Signoret who
plays the role of London's wife) were directly concerned with the theme of
"mme Confession" and some of their personal emotion is expressed in the
movie. ' : : :

The oppressing anq,ﬁé;n'chafacter of "The Confession"_will.perhaps
prevent this movie from being as successful as "Z". That would be
‘infinitely regrettable. ' ~ S

*Ambassade, Berlitz, Images, Montparnasse, Pathe-Orleans, Convention,
C 2 L Versailles. : ‘ T s

»
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e l'écran, on reste, un court inslont,

: intimes, avec sa foi dans une iddolo.

.de London que relate le #iim. Minu-
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1 e C ]_ N e m C[ PAR JEAN DE BARONCELU

Apr&s la dorniere image el momo
apres que lo mot « fin » a disparu

intordit ot muet, comme on suspens
enfre le cquchemar que I'on vient
do vivre ot une réulité quotidienne
qul, lontement, retrouve ses droils.-

Clest dire la force dmotive de co
film, son pouvelr de suggestion, &
quel point il ébranle nos nerfz el
blease notre conscicnce. .

Z, lo pricédent film de Coste Ga.
vtas, élait un pamphlet politique qui
prengit la ‘formon%un recit d'aven.
tures, L'« aventure » a compléte.
ment disparu de I'Aveu et le pam-
phlet est devenu une tragédie, la
tragédie d'un hotfime mis en contra.
diction avec ses certitudes les plus

gie qu'il n'a ¢eszé de servir et an
nom de laquelle, par une dérision
monstrucuse, on l'oblige @ se renier
Tui-méme.

Celte tragadie est aulhenhque. Son
héros s'appelle Artur London el
I'Aveu est ditectement inspiré par
le livie que celuici o publié en
France, il y a deux ans, sous le
méme litre.

Membre du porli communiste tché-
que depuis sa jeunesse, combatiant
des Brigades inlernationales du mo-
ment da la guerre d’Espagne, eniré
dans la Résistance francaise qussiibt
aprés larmistice, déporté par les
nazis @ Mauthausen, Artir London
élait, en 1951, vice-ministre des af-
falres étrangéres du gouvernement
tchécoslovaque. Clest alors qu'il oc-
cupe cetle haule fonction qu'il est
artété & Prague, tenu au secret, in-
terrogé et torturé pendant vingt- -deux,
mois, juge eniin avec treize de secs
amis — parmi lesquels le gecrétaire
général du parti, Slonsky — sous
Yinculpation de « conspiration contre
I'Etat ». Condomné & la détenlion
perpdtuelle {parmi les accusés onze'
devaiont étre exécutés), Artur Lon-
don fut réhabilité en 1956,

.
a ®

Ce sont los principoux éplaodes,
de Vincarcération et du jugement|

foeinay

.,_.._..ﬁ —

», de Costa Gavras

ticuncment, impitoyablement, Cesta
Gavraa' déerit loes moyens uliliazés
par la machina policiere pour faire
passer In prisonnier aux aveux, &
I« aveu s (mais quel « aven s,
puiaquil est innocent?), pour lo
confraindre piogressivemont & se
sentir coupable. Eb c'est la longue
suile des jours et dex nuils conlondus
en hne gorle d'élernitd abatraile, au
cours do laguelle dcs gardiens voci-
fordnis Vobligent & parcourir sans
arrét les quc)qum molres cavréds do
sa cellule, ¢ dormir en « posilion
réglementaire », & lcper comme une
béte sa nourriture, o recommencer
vingt fois, sous prétexie qu'il se
trompe, le récit de sa vie.. Destruc.
tion systematique des forcez vives,
de l'inlelligence, de la mémoire, de
la raison d'un éire humain. Quand
la vérité et la logique n'ent plus de
sens, quand V'épuisement physique
s'gjoulo & la terreur, & Jlhumiliation,
& la solitude totale, V'individu lo plus

.courageux finit par accepter de se

condamner soiméme, Comme tous
ses camarades, London tovoue. Le
procés peut commencer; qui n'est, &
l'image de I'« instruction », gu‘une
grotesque parodie da proces.

Film essentiellement politique,
I'Aveu dénonce, aqu-deld des crimes
commis par les bourreaux du pouvoir
stalinien, la perversion de I'idéal
communiste. Mais jamais il ne met
en cause la grondeur et la noblesso
de cet idéal. Artur London gffirmo

cconstamment dans son livie qu'il eat

resté  fidele au commimisma (du

‘moins @ ce visage du communizmo

que le printemps de Prague fit reap-

'pcrcutm) et cotte fidslile de l'auteur
o la foi de sa jeuncsse ost une des

clés du film. Pour qu'aucune equx

voque ne soit possible, pour qu'ap-

paraisse clairement la ligne de par
tage enirs Je mdépris ot lo respect,
Costa Gavras a d'ailleura  inclus
dans son racit des pcrenllwses qui
se situent dix ans apres la libération
de London et gqui permettent &
celui-ci de {aire le point sur son dlat
d'caprit au moment ott 1 écrivait son
lvre,

La dermilore Image de Him en

illustre parfaitemont la signilication.
Ellé nous rgméne & Prague, mais on
1368 colte #ais.” Les troupes russes
viennent d{cnvalnr la capitale. Sur
un mur de’ bnques des étudiants et
des ouvricrs dcrivont en lettrea im-
menses @« Lénine, révellle-toi, ils
sont devenus fous. »

*
I

Loin de contredirg Z, IAvcu pro-
fongn le précédent film de Cosia
Gevras, A droite ou & gauche, co
sont les mémes menaces qui pdsent
‘sur la liberté de I'homme, et nous
savohs bien que ce n'est pas seuls.
ment au pays de Kafka qus les fone-
lionnaires des polices politiques ont
utilisé (ou utilisent encore) dea mé-
thodes katkaiennes...

D'un point de vue strictement ciné.
matographique, IFAveu m'a paru
supérieur & Z. Il y avait dans ca
dernier film (couvert de récom-
penses o Hollywood et gitleurs) des
complaisances molivécs peul-étre par
la maniére dont était traité le sujet
et par les personnages (les « colo-
nels » considérés comme des poli-
chinelles). Tout, au contraire, est
simple, grave et douloursux dans
I'Avecu, . Aucune concession, aucun
effet gratuit. Un tempo rigourcux qui
épargne & ce huis clos cauchemar-
desque de verser. dans la monotonic.
Costa Gavras a trouvé en Jorge Sem-
prun, autour du scénario et des dia-
logues, un coliaborateur précieux, et
en Yves Montand, héve, meurlri, lut.
tant pas & pas conlre sa- déchéance,
un interpréte hors de pair, On devine
que les uns et les autres (il en est
de méme de Simone Signoret, qui
incarne l'épcuse do London) ont été
directement concernés par lo théme
do I'Aveu, et il passe quelque chose
dang le film de lour émolion person-
nellc

La caractére oppressant et pénible
de I'Aveu l'empéchora peul-étre d'ob-
tenir Jé suceés de Z. Co serait infi
niment regretiable.

* Ambnnande. Teriitz, 1
Montiparnagre, Pathé-Oriéane,
ventlon, C 2 L Vereafllen,

Apes,
one

3

Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000300080001-5




ST BT PR

. Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A0:00300080001-5

Madrid
March 1071

]

e et et

| S—

CPYRGHT

e r—

N,

: ;j N0
’ - :;
-mznitﬁﬂ

b

n BAQUEZO

¥

o

Yves Mouktind y Simone
Signoret finwran entre los
pgrondes nombres del comu.
nismo mundial. Costa Gra-
vas, menos famoso plro no
menos .comunistd, salté a la
primera pagina de la publi-
cidad  interndcional -—csa
que, pagada por la burgue-
sin, los comunistas usufruce
tian como nadie— a cucnia
de su acti'ud contra 10s €Oe
rongles gricgos: .

JCémo se oxplica que cs-
tas tres ficuras s¢ hayan
reunido para hacer una pes
fcula tan anticomunista en
aparicneia como “La confee
sion”? Porque, a primera
vis*a, no se ha présentado
 sina muy rara vez en el cine
un documnto contra ¢l co.
munismo tan recio, veraz,
definitivo sobre lo que el
comunizmo es por dentro, €n
ecencia, como este docu.
mento de “La confesion”.
1Serd oue Ives Montand,
Sinione Signoret y Costa Gra.
v?s se han arrepentido. de
servir al horror del sis'ema
marxista-leninista de rcorga-
nizdcion de la socicdad ¥y
pasan 81 lado del hombre
libre? ’ .

Cuando se ve “La confe:
sion”, cabe ante todo una
deduceion enteramente 1azo.
nable: quicnes como cl pro-
tagonista ¥y su mujer han
vivido, desde dentro .del
partido comunista, la ver.
dad Ultitaa de esc partido,
tienen por fuerza, sl salen vi.,
vbos de "a prueba, que aue.
dar para siempre curados
de respeto ¥ de.amor a la
ideologia. No ¢s posible que
después de tantos afios de.
expericncias, que €n la pe.:
licula cowmienzan c¢on la’
actuacion cl protagonista en
la gufrra espaio’a del lado

& minima  afcecidn

hasta nucstvos dias de eri-
aen sovidtico en Jiungria
» o en Cihecoslovaquia, cone
sirve un ser humano la mis
por una
aocetrina que ya €l tendria
que r€ooneclr’ ¢oimg la ver.

. dadera cdusante de los tri-

mcnes cometidos por sus
servidores,

Y, sin embargo, en csta
pelfcula el fina® es absolula.
meénte desconcertante, Cuane
do crefamos estar presen.
ciando la cxhibicién de una
antomia exacta y veraz de
lo aue espera a cualquigr
hombre que se deje atrapar
por el partido comunista, lo
aue los sciiores Montand,
Signoret y Gravas nos dicen
haber mostrado ¢s "a defor-
macién que del pensamiento
de Lenin han hecho log sta-
linistas B&ntisemitas de la
U. R. S. S. El film va dirl.
gido contra ¢l partido §0Vid
fico ruso, pero no confra el
cominismo. El sefior Mao
Tse-tung va a disfrutar con
“La confesién” mucho mais
‘oue, pongamgos por caso,
Ne'son Rockefeller. Esta es
una gran reouisi‘oria, hecha
por un grupo de comunistas
judfos a titulo de tales, con-
tra la Rusia oue ellos ven
como antisemita y como
erucel e inhum?na en su sis-
tema politico. Reauisitoria
contra unos hombres, pero
no con‘ra un .sisttma de
ideas, no contra lo escnclal
sino contra lo anecdético,
aue es aqui el ma’ proceder
de unos sefiores, los rusos
de Stalin, quiencs. segin la
pelfcula han traicionado el
pensamiento de Lenin,

" Aqul estd el hueso de 1a
cuestién; aquf estd la gram
faracia de esta pelicula, Es

ce La PusRBFVES For Boasddb /6842 -

como Yves Montand y Simo.
me Signoret que presten a la
humanidad ol servicio de
- confesar ellos mismoy una
‘gran parte de la realidad,
. Pero no memnos cierto ¢s que
sl todo lo que ¢std eirla pe-
icula oy verdad, ¢ilios no
han cuerlido decic toda la
vewdad, de una vez, No hon
querido ir- al fondo dc la
cuestién, acaso por lo que
les quede de romdntica fe
cn los ideales de su juven-
tud.

Stalin mo deformé ningtin
pensamiento de nadie. Sti.
lin aplicéd a la . perfeccién
el esquema Unico e inexora.
ble que ha de utilizar todo
gobernante que se decida
por el marxismo.leninismo.
Ahl tienen a Castro con su
paredén, ¥y con sSus campos
de concentracién, que cada
.dia son mayores
més lgnos. Lo que llama
Castro “Ley contra la- va.

"gancia” (es para refrse ver,

la indiferencia con que con-
templan horrores como ése
l0s que se dicen prcocupados

por si en el Brasil la Policia.
es muy dura y envian los-.

consabidos cablecitos, no es
un crimen inventado por €,
es una necesidad intrinseca;
del - m ar x ismo-leninismo,
- ¢Por qué? Porque no puo-l'

de haber en la priciies!.
- marxismo-leninismo coi una

minima sombra de libartad
para ¢l ser humano. Quien

vio muy bien esto, y lo. dijo’ .

con su cinismo inagotable,
fue €l “Che” Guevara. Sc
refa éste a mandibula ba.
tiente de los: burguesites.
que lo adoraban,:y les decra
cara a cara:.“La revolucién
es crued, thene que ser cril
por nceesidad, no lo ol.i-
den.” Y euando o “Che” i -
vaba con sus manos ol -

vy estén-

3

$o ailos en estado de
¢ifh ¢ a Ul DUSHocuy .
dieciséls afios, NO ¢olain €U-
meticicdo un erimien pirso-
nal, <o é como ijn.lviduo,
sino Gue estaba siendo fiel

‘a 1a doctrina de 1a ¢ .clda..
‘de la durcza. Los s..doni-

mos de Lenin y de.Stalin

'son reveladores.

i Ag final de “La eor slon”,
“Yves Montand y Siv -.ae Y-
ignoret present@n a v 0r o
.venes checos que, ¢ :divi-
‘do a los tanques & -ebloo
.en Praga, pinlan cn a8 .
‘redes un letrero dico.
“Licnin, despierta, te won e
ganado.” ;Quién pue” crovr
‘que un joven que ¢ . LOG-
‘genciando y vivicnde oo -
‘lidad mds real y v. 1
"del comunismo va . T e
‘jmbéell que invoe . 2 Lo

- nin? Si Lenin despi &, ¢
., queda un solo chect: v .

ien mil millas a la onda,
Porque Stalin, ¥ = .chev,]
Jireznov y toda la. oo oadiiin
s0n franciscanitos PRl

al lado de Lenin, 11 . "ol
ble.

Yves Ilontand vy
iSignoret nos han ¢
i buena muiastra de ¢
zén ten’. aquel Pa,., alci:
denostc - o y negado. -
tidad .-o0 XI, cua
ticra al comundsni . co.s

algo “intrinsecame:. : 3 i
jvarzo”, No se trats .o 0o,
2 i3 0 menos SR

¢r S{ddin o el 5. . -
. .20 mal no est T
i LG08 que  ap.
Jnoocina, Bl mal e
decionn, Si a San 1

ds (.sis se le nomT

“torio generdl de.
Coununjsta, San
do Asis actda ex. .7
izvag que Stalin o ¢ w.
tro,

CIX:RDP79U01494A000300080001-5




'RGH]

*

Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A00t)300080001-5

JEUNE AFRIQUE, Paris

2 June 1970

L’AVEU
Film frangais
de Costa-Gavras

CPYRGHT

« Lénine,
sont devenus fous!» Clest

par cette inscription, cueillie

par une caméra désespérée
sur les murs de Prague, peu
aprés lintervention soviéti--
que, en aofit 1968, que so
termine le beau film adapté
par Costa-Gavras (avec la

[ N N
c. aboration du romancier- -

scénariste Jorge Semprun)
du témoignage autobiogra-
phique publié aux éditions
Gallimard par un rescapé
d'un procés & la stalinienne :
le Tchéque Artur London

i (voir notre interview exclu-
; sive page 33).
" On se souvient que Costa-

Gavras avait précédemment
démontré dans «Z» (voir:
« JA, » N° 427) —- inspiré :
par le récit de Décrivain’
grec Vassili Vassilikos — la
technique du coup d'Etat
fasciste dans un pays médi-
terranéen non défini. I} est
de mode — maintenant que
ce film a connu un énorme’
succés — de souligner (ses

réelles) insuffisances idéolo-

giques on oublie que
c'était la premidre ceuvre
politique d’envergure pro-
duite par le cinéma frangals
depuis longtemps- (et - ce,
grice 3 une participation
financidre algérienne),

. Cette fois, cest 2 la méca-

nique de la folie policidre:
dans un pays socialiste que
gest attaqué le cinéaste. L&s
faits : . . .
En 1951, Artur London est, .
4 Prague, vice-ministre des;
Affaires étrangdres (le mi-
nistre s’appelle Clementis, l¢
président de la République,
Klement Gottwald, le secré:
taire général du parti com::
muniste, Slansky), il occupe
ce poste depuis deux ans (la.
Tohécoslovaquie a opté —
d’elle-méme — pour le so-
cialisme et le camp soviéti-
que en 1948), It est né en
1915. I} est marié & Lise,:
une Frangaise qui est Ia

fmembre Pt LR

du Parti communiste fran-,
Y H g

réveille-toi : ils -

GINEMR

- son adolescence, il a fait

partie des Brigades interna-
tionales qui luttajent contre
Franco en Espagne en 1936.

Durant la Seconde Guerre -

mondiale, i} a milité dans la
résistance frangaise avant
d’&tre déporté, A ce titre et
en tant que Juif, au camp de
concentration de Mauthau-
sen dont il a réchappé en
1945,

Cet homme fait partic de
' «establishment» de la
république socialiste tche-
que ! il possdde villa, voiture
avec chauffeur et dispose
de bons spéeiaux d'approvi-
sionnement dans les maga-
sins réservés aux diplomates.
Il est entidrement acquis au
régime.

Le film — qui insiste av
passage sur ces éléments —
commence en janvier 1951.
Depuis quelques jours Artur
London est inquiet. Pour-
quoi donc est-il suivi dans
tous ses déplacements par
une puissante et sinistre
voiture noire de la police
secrdte qu'occupent des sbi-
res & la mine patibulaire?
Il sen ouvre au ministre de
PIntérieur qui avoue qu'il
ignore lui-méme qui a dé-
cidé cette surveillance et &
quoi elle rime. 11 lui promet
de faire. cesser rapidement
cette comédie,

Mais le 28 janvier Artur
London est purement et sim-
- plement kidnappé dans la

rue par ses indésirables an-

ges gardiens, A la prison,
on le frappe, on le déshabil
le, on I'humilie. Artur Lon-
don ne comprend rien. Il
proteste de son innocence,
demande A wvoir des respon-
sables, le secrétaire général
du parti par exemple. Rica-
nements, injures : « Celni-id
ne tardera pas A te. rejoin-
dre, sale trotskiste, sioniste

soclalisme et de I'Union so-
viétique |

Guy Hennebelle
a vu cette semaine

Commencent, aprés une pé-
riode de mise eh condition,
les interrogatoires menés par
des « référents » (cest’ le
‘terme officiel pour désigner
les enquéteurs). On lui’ re-
proche notamment, semble-
t-il, davoir fréquenté en
France un certain = Nogl
Field, un Américain qui se
faisait passer pour progres-
siste, mais qu'on a découvert
_en 1949 &tre un agent des
USA.
Artur London (interprété
‘par Yves Montand, qui te-
inait dans «Z>» le réle du

idéputé Lambrakis) wusera’

plusieurs « référents » avant

d'stre complétement réduit

par ses bourreaux, par la
privation de sommeil, l'in-
 suffisance de la nourriture
‘et d’mitres moyens, moraux
‘ceux-ld. | b
.Le but des responsables de
‘cette mascarade est d’orga-
niser un grand proces poli-
lique au cours duquel les
accusés (dont Slansky et le
rédacteur en chef de « Rude
Pravo », ke quotidien offi-
ciel : quatorze personnalités
au total) reconnaitront leurs
« crimes »,

On se perd en conjectures .
sur la véritable signification
de ce procds et sur les inten-
tions profondes de ses au-

teurs,

On constate que la pl-urpart3

des accusés étajent des an-

.ciens de la guerre d’Espagne,

lque beaucoup étaient juifs
i (mals nullement ou pas né-
cessairement sionistes, com-
me on le leur reprochait
curieusement).

“Toujours est-il qu'au procéév‘

CPYRGHT

- Tels

Artur London
meuré commiij. vit
avjourd’hui en i
-sa femme. 11 voulur aue son
Jdivre soit dabord oublié & -
Praguc. 1! sy rendii, a cette
fim, le 22 aofit 1968, 11 ¥
trouva les chars soviétiques.
sont donc  jus  raits.
Que dire du film lui-méme

T T R COTITaISS US|

dit de Pankrac-London fut |
condamné avec deux coin-’
culpés 4 la prison A perpé-
tuité tandis qhe onze autres’
furent condamnés A la pen-

daison, Incinérés, leurs cen-

Reld&pfoBmih din B A-RER 7844 182850380088 G

Tous, y compris les morts(}),

r furent réhabilitds en 1956.

dabord que nous ne som-

mes pas en présence d'un
‘grapd morceau de cinéma,
icofime on dit. La mise en
lscéne est d'évidence frés
conventionnelle. Certains'ef-
fets sont appuyés avec une
lourdeur inutile, voire dis-
gracieuse. Néanmoins, Cos-
ita-Gavras a réalisé un film
efficace, direct, simple, qui
devrait toucher un grand,
nombre de spectateurs, En
particulier ceux de certains .
pays du Tiers Monde ol la
police recourt & des métho-
des qui rappellent pour moi-

tié celles de « Z » et pour

moitié celles qui sont décri-
tes ici. M a respecté
« PAveu » dans ses grandes
lignes. A vrai dire, on ne
comprend guére le critique
du quotidien frangais « I'Hu-

_manité » selon qui «dun

‘livre qui se voulait commu-
niste Costa-Gavras a fait un
film anticommuniste». Le
cinéaste n'a pas trahi I'esprit
du témoignage de London,
méme &' a dd -— éternel
problme de l'adaptation —
le transcrire et I'agencer un
peu différemment. Michel
{Capdenac a, au contraire,
'montré dans «les Lettres
frangaises » la valeur et
T'intérdt du travail de Costa-
:Gavras,

11 convient d'ailleurs d'insis-

{ter sur le fait que le metteur
“en scéne et le scénariste ont,
au prix de deux « flashes for-
‘ward » (projections dans le
futur) d’aitleurs inélégants,
dénié d’avance aux tenants
‘de Yordre capitaliste le droit
‘d’utiliser ces « graves viola-
'tions de la légalité socialis-
Ete » (comme dit I'expression
ltraditionnelle) pour dénon-
icer le socialisme lui-méme.
lA ceux, d'autre part, qui
lcraignent que ce film soit
utilisé & des fins peu avoua-
il faut répéter, avec
Bien italien Gram-
sci, que « la vérité est tou-
jours - tévolutionnaire ».

ol dew s
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crvrart ‘L’ Aveu’Strong Political Horror Filim

-the visceral impact. .

By FOUMY SAISHO
Costa-Gavras’ mnew  film;

HL'Aven” (at - Marunoucht’

Shochiku) is another of his pow-
erful “indictment against. total-.

[itarianism. Hig target has

shifted this time from the total-
itarian right (as in “Z") to the
totalitarian left. While the film
speaks from the liberal. con-

.| science, the way it goes: about

its theme is more complex,
certainly less dramatic; than
«Z” and demands of its viewer

| a modicum of  intelligence and’

curiosity to add things up rath-

eer than the old habit of®merely

reacting at the receiving end of

Actually the film is a
reconstruction of certain facts
involving a notorious show-trial
known as the “Slansky Trial”
occurring in Czechoslovakia of
1952 In which 14 high ranking
government _ officials were put
on trial for their lives under
orders from Moscow. Eleven of
them were later "executed in-
cluding the ~parly secretary
Rudolf Slansky. All the facts

.used In this film come from the
‘memoir written by one of the;

survivers, Artur London, who'

was deputy minister of foreign

affairs at the time of his arrest.
" The- time . is 1951, place,

Prague. Artur London. (Yves

Montand) has been aware for
some time that he is being
.watched. Black ‘automobiles fol-.
low him about.. His " friends’
avoid him. One Sunday after-
‘noon in January 1951, London’s

car is blocked by two black
automobiles, armed men pour
out, rough him up and bundle
him away into "a labyrinth of
underground cells,

There he is put through a‘_f

series of indignities .and
tortures carefully calculated to
break his will. Compulsory
walking in 2 dozen different
cells without a moment’s stop,
the deprivation of every
privacy as well as sleep by con-
stant commands to recite serial
numbers, food offered and
guickly withdrawn, plain beat-
ings, and alterhately friendly

-and hostile interrogators. When

the date of the show-trial draws
‘near, -he is given vitamin in.
‘jections ‘and a better diet to im-

-prove his complexion for the in-
spection of Soviet advisers,
" ‘During the f{rial, one of the

defendants loses his pants as he
recites his carefully rehearsed
confession, and the whole court,:
including ' the” men on trial,
gstarts laughing a long
resounding laughter, the
pathetic old buffoon grinning at
the camera knowingly. This
scene is overlapped with a

:“flagh-forward”- in which the

ashes of the executed men are
scattered about on a gray road.

By this. flash-forward device
as well ‘a3 a -generous use of
flashbacks, Costa-Gavras ~and
his “Z" crew screenwriter

Jorge Semprun. and
" ‘cinematographer Raoul Coutard
wm ‘move about freely in time.

In- the middle ~of Scenes
fecounting London's tortured

- trial..¥ -

imprisonment, one finds scenes’
that ogcur years later — in-
19665 for instance, where
Londont is -convalescing. on the
shores' of the 'Mediterranean,
remini§cing to his friends of his-

Through the f{ilm’s adroit
manipulation of time, we are
given 'realistic enough informa.:
lion about London not to con--
fuse him with the romanticist’
hero in Camus’ fiction. A hard-
bitlen survivor of the Nazi con-
“centration camp, and- a fighter
' of the Spanish war, London is a
.dedicated -~ Communist . who
refuses to believe that the party
can do any wrong, that it is be~

* “hind his arrest actually.

His cunning examiner (Ga-
briele Ferzelti) plays upon thig
aspect of his character to get a
‘phony confession out of him.
London willingly signs his self-
condemning” paper out of his

ersonal credo “better be
‘wrong within the party than
iright outside It.” ‘
. What makes this 'film far
more than a meticulously
documented anatomy of the in-'
quisition is Yves Montand's,
.sloic portrayal of a maf's,
shocking transformation. under.
torture. .  Scarcely  less:
simportant for the film, too, are
the, portrayals of the ' lower-i
echelon toughs in the Commu-:

nist bureaucracy, Gabriele
Ferzetti, for instance, as.the
relentless - prosecuting attorney.:
The film is in French with
English subtitles. ..
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CZECHOSLOVAKIA: THE SOVIET PROTECTORATE

Last March the Soviets' 24th Communist Party Congress was
carefully stage-managed to present a show of unity in an inter-
national Communist movement where frequent expressions of
dissent from Soviet norms point to considerable disunity. Now
the Soviets, acting behind the scenes, stage-managed another
Congress, the second® 14th Congress of the Czechoslovak
Communist Party (CSCP) held 25-29 May. This time, however, some
of the dissenting views found public expression, though not at
the Congress.

Just as at the Moscow Congress, delegate speeches had to
be submitted in advance for censorship of undesirable views.
The British Communist Party would not accept the censorship
and boycotted the Prague Congress. Its publicly stated reason
was that the British delegate was refused permission to make
his speech, in which he bluntly criticized the Soviet invasion
of Czechoslovakia (see attached account).

The Italian Communist Party (PCI), which dispatched a rela-
tively minor official as its delegate, also publicly protested the
suppression of its message to the Congress, and later published
the message in full in its own Party press. The PCI message
reiterated approval of the Dubcek version of socialism for
Czechoslovakia, criticized the Warsaw Pact intervention, and
re-affirmed the PCI's insistence on the independence of each
Communist Party and on an "Italian road to socialism" (see
attachment). The Soviets cannot tolerate expression of such
views by fraternal parties, but felt it even more important to
prevent them from being aired before the international Communist
audience gathered at the Congress.

How many more parties might have wanted, for their own
practical reasons, to state similar views at the Prague Congress
but were unable to do so is not known. The Australian and
Dutch parties, among others, showed their displeasure by not
attending the Congress at all. Ceausescu of Romania once

* The original, valid 14th Congress was held in August 1968 as
Warsaw Pact troops were entering Czechoslovakia.
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again showed his disapproval of Soviet attempts to dominate East
Europe by sending a low-ranking delegate (Ceausescu's was:the
only Warsaw Pact nation that did not send its top Communist to
Prague). He added to the insult by his visit to Communist China,
the Soviets' bitterest Communist enemy.

Whatever the varied opportunistic motives for expression of
differences within the Soviet-dominated international Communist
movement, the Soviet myth of international ideological solidarity
becomes ever harder to maintain in the face of such experiences
as the 14th Czechoslovak Party Congress.

For the rest, the Congress (like all CP Congresses of recent
date) contained no surprises. Sixty-four foreign and 1,195
Czech delegates heard Gustav Husak (whose new title of Secretary
General conforms to that of his boss, Leonid Brezhnev) review
the 50-year history of his Party, rewriting as he went. He
praised the 25-year iron reign of Stalinist Klement Gottwald
but pointedly ignored the terrible purge trials of 1951-52 of
which he himself was a victim. He blamed hard liner Antonin
Novotny, not for his repressive tactics but for his "error',
which permitted Dubcek and his reformers to take over. The
latter were pictured as permitting revisionists to get out of
control to the point where Communism itself was seriously
threatened -- and that in the eight months from January to
August 1968! ‘

Husak repeated the humiliating "invitation" claim from
the December 1970 Party document® that 'thousands" of Czechs had
begged the Soviet Union to come to their aid. He again thanked
Warsaw Pact members, and Brezhnev personally, for saving Czecho-
slovakia from the very brink of civil war and counterrevolution.
Again, as in the "Lessons' and again as in Moscow, he offered
no facts to support his thesis and could not name one of the
""thousands' who appealed to Moscow nor one of the counter-
revolutionaries whose evil plans were presumably thwarted.
Nonetheless the ''lives of thousands' and the '"western frontiers
of the socialist camp' were saved, he assured his audience, by
the timely intervention of the Warsaw Pact allies.

It strains credulity that the Communist country which staged
the 1950's purge trails of imaginary plotters is now unwilling to
call to account the '"'danhgerous counterrevoluticnaries of 1968,"
much Icss identify them, if they actually exist. " Few-Czechs '
believe this post facto rationale for the invasion, but doubt-
Less loscow-1Ine (ommmists cvervid oroe will repeat it. ” Not so
the clandestine Spanish Conmunist Party (PCH): '"No one in N
his rieht mind would helieve a socialist s+ate could he threatened

*essons Drawn from Critical Developments in the Party and Society
after the 13th CPCZ Congress', December 1970, Central Committee of
CPCZ.
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by a few groups of dissidents. It cannot," said PCE's
Realidad (see attachment).

At the Congress, Brezhnev's reference to the 1968 crisis
concluded with a veiled reiteration of his notorious Brezhnev
Doctrine: '"...the lessons learned by your party from the sharp
skimmishes with the class enemy are significant not only for
the development of Czechoslovakia but also for other socialist
countries and other Communist parties.' He then went on to
mouth a few of the more innocuous 'lessons' such as the necessity
for following the precepts of Marxism-Leninism, the dangers of
complacency, the need for vigilance, etc. etc., but he closed
with the most significant lesson! 'The Czechoslovak Socialist
Republic today stands before the entire world as a strong link
in the great alliance of the people building a new life, and no
one will ever be able to sever Czechoslovakia [and one could add:
"nor Poland nor Romania™] from the socialist camp'' (emphasis added).

That Czechoslovakia is fully '"normalized" is recognized by
all--first of all, by the Soviet and Czech Commmist leaders.
This was confirmed by the 14th Congress. Despite the fact that
Brezhnev promised at the time of the invasion that troops would
remain on Czechoslovak soil only until the situation was
normalized, 80,000 Soviet troops are still there. One can only
conclude that a '"mormalized" Czechoslovakia for the Soviets
means an occupied territory, in effect, a protectorate essentially
like that imposed by the Nazis during World War II.
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BREZIINEY LINKS
CIRCHTRIHPY
TOUNTY OFREDS

Party Dc.egates- in Pragué
. Cheer as Soviet Leader
Assail:s ‘Class Enem’iesf ‘

By JAMES FERON

Spealal to The New York Times

mics" at home and abroad.

The Soviet party leader, ap-
plauded repeatedly. throughout.
his ‘address, recclved a' stand.)
Ing ovation when he said:

“Nobody will ever be suc-
cessful.  in taking <Czecho-

‘sfovakia out of the socialist}
. camp. Nobody ever will be

successful in bearking our
friendship and fraternity.”
Lauds Czech Leader - °

" ‘Mr. Brezhnev lauded Gustav
Husak, the Czechoslovak party
leader, for . having overcome|
the “counterrevolutionary in-
trigues” that he said had gath-
ered force ir 1968 under Alex-

Brezhnev Doctrine was re-en-

bhor Leonid 1. Brezhnev, the
oviet Communist party leader,
s an essential element inj
ze hoslovakia's “triumph
ver the enemies of socialism.”
| Speaking: to nearly 3,000
elegates .and- guests at the
4th' Congress. of the Czecho-
lovak Party, Mr. Brezhnev
aried of the continuing need
or. socialist states to .stand
ogether against ‘“class " ene-

an + : .

Horsed here today by its aurg, Warsaw Pact military forces

led by Soviet units entered
Czechoslovakia to end the lib-
eral regime or -Mr. Dubcek
and pave the way for-a return
to more orthodox sociallsm
under Mr. Husak.”

< The incursion was’ latcr juse
tified by ‘the Soviet leader as
'the “duty of sociallst ‘'states to
intervene to protect theit sys-
tem against revislonism, This
policy of limited sovereignty

n - Eastern  Europc became
‘known a8 the -Brezhnev ro-

trine. }
Mr. Brezhnev, speak{ng In

the Czech capital necarly three
years after Soviet tanks ringed
its maln square, devoted a ma-
jor portion of his 45-mijnute
address to stressing a continu-
ing need for -interdependence
among Warsaw Pact state.
Others With BrezhneY
Among those on the pcgiium
of the ornate .convention’ hall
were the leaders.of East:Ger-
many, Poland, Hungary and
Bulgaria, whose military units
participated in the invasion,

Czechoslovakia, . :
The Soviet leader turned
briefly to foreign affairs in his
address, speaking critically of
a tendency among Westerh na-

. ¥ons to Insist ot solving Eurd-

pean / problems in packages,
_rather than individually.

The reference was to the Ber-
lln problem, which Westernt;
governmenits: have tied to ratl-
ficatipn of Warsaw and Mos-
cow treaties with Bonn and to

a proposed Europs Gy
conference -favored ! 1 Soe!
viet Union. ;

“We assess the  tuation
realistically,” Mr. FPrezhnevi

said. "We see the cfiorts for,
sabotage, and we kdow who
stands behind it.”

i Charting New Courses ’

The Soviet - party leader
praised Mr. Husak, President
Ludvik Svoboda and “other
fighters” as having defended
the nation against “right-wing
revisionists” and for charting
new economic, political and so-
,cial courses.

" As a result, he said, they

“movement.”

The endorsements seemed to
most observers to represent ‘
sufficient backing for Mr. Husak

‘to be re-glected party lcader.

He has come. under rmuted ate
tack within the party for not,

‘having carried the post-Dubcek;

purge far enough.

T It is estimated that 300,000
party members,  roughly one-
fifth 'of the total, have been

_ousted én the “cleansing” of

party ranks that ended a few
months age. . NN

WASHINGTON POST
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Czech Party Hails 68 Soviet Invasion

[ PRAGUE, May 2b—Czecho-
glovak Communists today for-
mally approved the invasion
of - Czechoslovakia amid =
storm of applause for the lead-
ers of Warsaw Pact nations
wo0se ' troops crushed the
“Prague Spring” of 1968.
About 1,200 delegates to the
14th congress of the Czechg-
sfovak Communist Party inter-
upted their leader,
usak, with rhythmic ap-
lause and cheering when he
turned toward Soviet parly
eader Brezhnev on th~ plal.
orm and thanked him persoi-
ily for tl.e decision to invade
zechoslovakia on August 21,

968. ‘
Husak thanked -the

also

ommunist leaders of East| -

nd Bujlgﬁgm%é%ﬁlm ]

ermany,

Gustav |

Brezhnev on (he plai[mm it
was a moment of personal
triumph for Brezhnev who
rose to his feet to return the
ovation. |

Today's expression of Czech-
‘oslovak’s “sincere gratitude”
to Moscow and “especially Lo
you, Comrade Brezhnev” was
a repetion of earlier such

.statements but it had the dis-
tinction of belng made at a°
iparty congress, the. supreme!
gathering of Czechoslovak!
Conimunists. The 14th con-!
gress was delaved more than|
two years by the 1968 invat
sion.

Husak, delivering the main
report on the events of the
past five years, denounced
both - his predecessors in of-
fice, Antonin Novotny and Al-
exander Dubcek,

He accused Novoiny of dl

Ry PR s

and of allowing antiSociallst

forces to infiltrate the party.
Dubcek was accused once
again of weakness, a two-faced
policy and toleration of anti-
communism,

Novotny, 68, ran Czechoslo-
vakia _almost - single-handed
from 1953 until he was re-
placed by Dubeck in January,
1068. lie has been suspended
from the'party and livesin re-
tirement, °

‘pelled from {he parly and
works in the rezional forestry
administration in Bratislava,
Slovakia.

TLiteral Cnmmuliis!q hcld a
14th party cpngress in sccret
Ammediately : after the inva-
.sion, but the meeting, al-
{thought attended by legally
lchosen delegates, was later re-
ipudiated under pressurc from

¢l wlaRongress sn!l? r%%?:gz ]

Dubcek, 49, has been ex-

was in 1966, when Novotny led
the party.

The meeting that bedan
today will set a seal on the
past live yecars of politieal,-
economic and military up-
heaval and  plot a quieter
course for the {uture.

One of its tasks is to elect a
new central commitéce {o re-
place the patchwork of ap-
pointed officjals who have
taken the plade of purge vie-
tims. Husak jis expected to be
reelected. | !

Thescnngress also is to ap-
prove a new fiveyear
economic plan. Husak prom- :
ised today continucd improve. |
ment of lhe Czechoslovak liv- |
ing standard, alrehdy one of |
the highest in the Communist |
world. He said real income |
will increase by flve per cent |
a year for the next five years, |

(;| t 500,000 aparte
ments an 0,000 cars wm be |
produced by 1975, i
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BREZHKEY HINTS
KT 7ECH TRIALS

He Asserts in Pragu'e That
Reformers Broke Laws

By JAMES FERON

CPYRGHT

defenders of sodlalism of their
basic rights as guarafiteed by
law.” .
Mr, Broghpey mentianad no
names but derided “two-faced
politicians who spoke so much
about humane socialism,” an
obvious allusion to- Alexander
Dubcek, the former Communist
party leader who sought to in-
troduce “socialism with a hu-

man face” to Czechoslovakia.

Special to The Now Yook Timed
PRAGUE, May 27—Leonid I.;
rezhnev, tho Soviet Commu-
ist party chicf, raised the
ossibility of political trials in
zechoslovakia today by warn-
ng the purged leaders of the
ubcek reform movement that
hey had broken Czechesjovak
aws, .

The: Soviet lcader, who is at-
ending the 14th Congress -of
he .Czechoslovak party, made
he assertion while speaking in
. Prague faclory that had fig-
hred dramatically in events at
he time of the 1968 Warsaw
Pact invasion. ,
“Uhder the cover of dema-
rogy.” he said, the “right-wing
evisionists broke the demo-

- Althaurh ahout 300,000 nacty

courage those who want to
maintain and extend the anti-
Dubcek offorts, ,
Mr.. Husal’'s ewn pesition
appeared tonight to be sccure,
however. He was endorsed yes-
terday and today by Mr.
Brezhnev as a true patriot and
a leader of international stat<
ure. His re-election as party
chief was all ‘but confirmed
tonight by Vasil Bilak, @ mem-

sidered by some to be a rival

The “letter of the 98" was
based on the workers’ alleged
foar of the danger &f imperial-
fam mounting in the natlon, A
few weeks later, the letter was,
disavowed by other Prague
workers and was condemned,
a second time, cven more forces|
fully, after the Warsaw Pact!
units: marched into Czechoslo-
vakia.

According to C.T.K., the

L,

Brezhnev said: “Many of you

cratic laws of socialist Czecho-
Fiovakia® and- "stripped the

members have been purged—
60,000 of .them were éxpelled
from the party—since Mr.
Dubcek was replaced by Gustav
Husak as party chief in April,
1969, there have bheen only
three trials of Czechs on po-
litical charges. - -

.No leaders of the Dubcek
reform movement have been
tried, and there has been no
hint'so far that such trials are
contemplated. But Mr. Husak,
who was a Dpolitical  prisoner
for_ mnine years, is understood
to be under pressure. by party

hard liners to continue the
purge and initiate trials.

Mr. Brezhnev's remarks, al-
though offered informally . dur-
ing a tour of the Auto Praga
plant, will nevertheless en-

1 WL, HUsaK,
‘Will Be Confirmed'

Addrgssinﬁ the Congress Mr,
Bilak. said ‘that Mr. Husak will
be confirmed in his post and
his authority strengthened. -

The Soviet party chief’s visit
to the Praga plant was - ap-
parently intended to recall one
example of Czechoslovak sup-
port for the 1968 Warsaw Pact
invasion, which brought an end
1o the Dubcek era,

A fletter written by 99 Praga
sworkers and printed in Pravda,
the Soviet party newspaper, in
July, 1968, one month before
the invasion,. supported the
presence of Soviet units in!
Czechoslovakia, in ‘which they’
had been withdrawing slowly
after East bloc maneuvets. ’

know you did not have an easy
time. Ecnemies of  socialism

called you deserters, traitors
and coliaborators and said your
letter was a knife stabbed in
the back of Czechoslovakia.”

“Where are all .those today
who called for the 99 to be
punished?” Mr. Brezhnev
asked. He then described critics
of the 99 as “two-faced politi-
cians who spoke so much about
humane socialism, who would
give anything to unleash -a
witch hunt against the defend-
ers -.of socialist achievements.”

Then answering his own
question, he said: “The party
expelied them from their ranks,
The people have cast them
aside with scorn,”

WASHINGTON DAILY NEWS

Thank you, big brother

28 May 1971

CPYRGHT

WhO Wrote thc Ietter are nere. I

SOVIET party leader Leonid Brezh
nev's gall in appearing at the Czechosloe-
vak Communist Parly Congress this
weck was like a scene out of George
Orwell’s '1984.” . ‘

Mr. Brezhnev had the role of Big
Brother, who ruled a third of the world
in the Orwell novel thru brainwashing,
thought cantrol and ferror. His subjects
practiced goublethink and spoke News-
peak: wap is peace, black is white,
truth is lie, joy is forced labor, ete,

In true Orwellian style, the congress
timultuously applauded Mr., Brezhnev,
author of the 1968 Soviet Army invasion
that crushed Czechoslovakia’s autono-
my and ended ils efforts to give social-

ism *“a human face.” S

"The scene illustrated one of the Krem-
lin's the nastiest and most hypocritical
traits: It not only does terrible things,
such as enslaving people, but insists
that they profusely thank it for the fa-
vor,

This time the sad task fell to Guslav
Husak, a decent Slovak who runs the

.country for Russia, probably to prevent

a bunch of Stalinists, traitors and polica
sadists from taking over. police

_Poor Mr. Husak had to “express our
sincere gratitude” to the Soviet Union
andtoyoupersonally, Comrade
Brezhnev” for invading Czechoslovakia
and overthrowing the government of Ale

exander Dubcek, which had overwhelms
ing popular support.

1t is a pity that Orwell, a disillusioned
British Communist, did not live to sce
the Soviet rape of Czechoslovakia and
Mr. Brezhnev's later triumphant ap-

* peararnce,

Orwell might have been inspired to
update his dictionary of Newspeak with
entries like: invasion is noninlerven.
tion, domination is equality, do not wait
for an invitation to violate a country —
it will be Issued after the event.

Unfortunately, O r w e 11's novel was
prophecy. This week Big Brother was
alive and well in Prague, And in Czech-

oslovakia it is already “'1984.” - - - - -
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Husak Lauds ’68 Invasion
AsPragueCongressOpens|

‘ ‘ By JAMES FERON
CPYRG HT Sprcji:u to The New ¥ork Times

; , May -~ Gustav Husak, the Czechosloval
Communist party lcader, opencd the long-delayed 14th Conif
gress of his party today with praise for the invasion of his|

icountry by Warsaw Pact na-’l

CPYRGHT

'tions in August, 1968. ¥

A packed convention hall ex!

mic chanting of “Long live the
Sovict Unior " As Mr. Husak,
who replaced * Alexander Du-
'cck as party chicf, turned to
thank the Soviet party leader,
Leonid 1. Brezhnev. '
. Mr. Brezhnev stood to re-;

‘1,200 delegates, 1,500 guests
dand the leaders. of East Ger-
;many, Poland, Bulgaria. and
Hungary. : : i
' A Sourte of Oulrage

| The 14th Czechoslovak par-
ty tongress® was originally
scheduled for ﬁeplembcr, 1968,
but the meeting was canceled
ds the military forces of the
Soviet. Union,. Bulgaria, East
Germany, Hungary and Poland
invaded in August and ended
Mr. ‘Dubcek’s liberal rule. He
was replaced by Mr. Husak in
April, 1969. . :
~‘Thé inyasion outraged many
Western ‘governments and cte-

ploded in cheers and the thyths

‘turn the applause of nearly .

‘ated turmoil in Western Com-
_munist parties. The Soviet par-
.ty lcaders’ later justufication
%f the policy of limited sov-
-ereignty in Eastern Europe has
ibecome known as the Brezh-
nev doctrine, . g_
"It is- estimated that 80,000
Sovict troops remain in Czech-
bslovakia. They are secen, oc-

"casionally — a jeep in down-
stown Prague, soldiers in small,
vgroups in a provincial town, a
ew ttucks on a country road
% but they are not obvious to
‘easual travelers. C
,' A clandestine 14th party con-
«press held in- the. fall of 1968,
dn'a Prague factory under the
‘feadership of Mr. Dubcek was
Jater declated invalid by Mr,
JHusak, who restored more or-
ithodox Communism to Czecho-
wslovkia.
¢ - The congress -beginn!nt% totlay
ds expected to signal the end
‘of a purge that has seen ma-i
"jor changes in the national par-
ty membership and the removal
Af many nonparty . supporters
.-bf Mr. Dubcek ih education, the
hrts and other felids. .

' party members

; =+ Review of ‘Hard Trlals’

* ‘The opening sesslon was de-
Yoted in large measure to a
review of Mr. Husak of the
+'years of hard trial for our
o} and for the socialist so-
ciety” since the 13th Congress,
in 1966. .

» He sald “Today we can re-

Jponsibly declare that the ad-:

~ance of counterrevolutionary
forces has been. repelled, the
$ocialist system defended:”

v+ The “international assist-
‘ance” of 1968 — the official
term here for the invasion -
swas nccessary, Mr. Husak de-
wclared, to “defeat right-win
fopportunist, revisionist an

antisocialist forces” under Mr.

Dubcek. :

The 49-year-old f(')rmer lead-|

cer was thrown out of the party
#last year, one of about 300,000
who were
iousted in the party “cleansing.”

'"Mr. Dubcek is understood tof

‘be running .the mechanization!
g‘section of the forestry depart-
ment in Bratislava, his home

- town,

{ The delegates applaudedire-

eatedly in favor of the inva-
ision, and in particularly in tri-
bute to its author, Mr. Brezh-
Jnev. . .

1¥;, Spraking of the last decade,
*Mr. Husak condemned the “ine

-our party” and said that Len.
| inist ideas were not respected

Others On Podium

§ . .
- { With Mr. Brezhnev: on the
;podium "of the Fucik Park
\Cultural Center in downtown
JPrague were the leaders of the
four other Eastern Ruropean
:countries that participated in
[the invasinn.
1. They were Janos' Kadar of
:Hungary and Todor Zhivkov of
‘Bulgaria and two leaders who
vhave come to power since the
41968 incursion; Edward Glerek
tiof Poland and Erich Honecker
:;of East Germany.’

» Mr. Husak spoke of the
¢Czech Communist party's orl-
<8ins 50' years ago this month,
sand of the experiences since
tthen, all leading to the “pro-
,;I'm_md convicton’” that national
yExistence can be guaranteed
»Only in close alliance with the
1Soviet Union.,

' toxication in the lcadership of

*under the leadership to Antons
“in Novotny, who was suspend-
+£d fobm the party in May, 1968,
“And under Mr. Dubcek. . .

T

PN
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Charade in Prague

¢’ since both Gustav Husak and Leonid 1. Brezhnev are
intelligent men, neither can take very seriously the cur-
rent charade at the fourteenth tongress of the Czecho-
slovak Communist party in Prague. References to”the
“intetnational assistance” the Soviet Union gave Czecho-
slovakia in 1968 are unlikely to convince anyone awars.
of the facts that what happened was anything but a’
brutal invasion—one that robbed a small country of
its sovereignty. At most, Messrs, Husak and Brezhnev
.| are engaged In the retrospective rewriting of history,
|7 appacently hopeful that future generations may be
décelved even if ‘thelr contemporaties are not. '
Essentially, the seeming love duet in Prague represents
& coldly calculated’ deal between the two Communist
Jeaders. Mr. Husak has set up the party congress as a
public demonstration of umnjestioned Czechoslovak obei-.

sance to the Soviet Umon Mr. Brezhnev will come away

with material to argue hat whatever mistakes he may
havé made vis:a-vis Czechoslovakia a few years ago
have peen fully rectiﬁed. Mr. Brezhnev's need for such ;
‘evidence of victory arises out of his failure to foresee
era when—in late 1967—he.
Intervened personally ingPrague and allowed the fall of
Antonin Novotny, Alexapder Dubcek’s predecessor.
In teturn for this service, Mr. Husak has received full’
Brezhnev, backing that will pre<
suably enable the Czéchoslovak leader t0 ‘keep his.
Jolitical rivals in Praguq in check for the. _predictable’
‘ ‘benefit from the’ charade,’
‘while the Czechoslovak pqople have no altersiative. but
to nurse their bittérness and treasure their memones
of the ‘short, sweet “Prague spring” of 1968. E

and prevent the Dubcek

‘endorsement from Mr.

[future. Thus, both lead

NEW YORK TIMES
30 May 1971

CPYRGHT

Czech Congress Re-elects! Husak at Its F inal Session

r PRAGUE, May 20 —- Gustav
Husak was renamed head of
the Czechoslovak Communist
party today at its 14th congress
amid shouts of “Long. livc ‘the
Sovict Union.”

- The re-election of ‘the 68.
year-old leader, who “replaced
Alexander. ‘Dubcek as . party
chlel’ in 1069, was expected at
@ congress thit had few sure
prises.

* The session was inténded 'to!
‘mark the end of the purges and
[political unrest’ that followed
the Soviet-led invasion in 1968
.and. Mr. Dubcek’s ouster. Ad-
'dmssing nearly 1,200 delegates
‘to the congress, the first since
{1966, Mr. Husak made that
Ipoint and added, “We have
Iproved now that we bclong to,

tthe soclalist camp.” -
YT pledges Vigllance

:‘ In his brief speech accepting
ithe ‘mandate, Mr. Husak con.
centratcd on reassuring dele-
gates that party publications

and regulations - would  _be
%erutinized to’ insure against
inroads by’ “right «wing revi-
sionists.” This is the term used

g:b::lgielllx?mmcies

Leonid 1. Brezhnev, looking: on,
‘Husnk said,

" Mr. Brezhnev, whose military

Wwith the Soviet party chiet,

“never will any-
thing at any time disrupt our
relntlonshlp and partnership
Wwith the Soviet Unlon.”

units led the Invasion $n August,
1068, to put down what was
described as a threatened coun-
ter-revolution, stood to receive]
the chants of pralse from the
dalegates

The last scene of the Week-
Yong session was in  many
ways a re-enactment of the
first, with Mr. Husak thanking
Mr. Brezhnev for having saved:
Czedhoslovak  socialism. . from
the internal and cxternal dan-
gers of imperialism,
< Leaders of Poland, Hungary,
East Germany and Bulgaria,
whose forces participated in the
1068 invasion, also attended
the congress. Edward Gierek of
Poland and Janos Kadar of
Hungary were present at the
final session,

* Mr. Brezhnev’s, prcscnce at
the last session was considered;
upusval by most observers. He'
usually leaves Soviet-bloc party

ol BTSN

‘meeting was seen as an ndica-

tion of solidarity.

Only the Soviet forces now
-remain in Czechoslovakia, with
,an estimated 80,000 troops sta-
tloncd in garrisons mostly in
‘Bohemia and Moravia, They are
seen occasionally, but their
.presence Is not obvious. !

The congress elected a new
115-member Central Committee

‘as the new ruling body of the

‘Czechoslovak Comimunist party.

‘It replaced a 132-member body
{that had been altered over the
llast two years through resigna-
‘tlons and the inclusion of new
'mcmbcrs to reflect the post«
Dubcek political changes. *,

: 54 New Members'

Even so, the Central Com
;mittec named today has 54 new
members. Of the old members,
anly 26 are holdovers from the
1968 Central Committeee under

~. Antonin Novotny, Mr. Dubcek‘

predecessor,

" The ‘new Central (‘nmm:ttce
met this morning before the
-final, televised secssion to elect
a new ll-member Presidium,
It contained only one change,
the replacement of 59-year-old
Evzan Erban. by Karel Hoffman,.
ihead of tche trades union move-
!ment.

i Mr. Erban, a former Social
iDemocrat whose party merged
with the Communists in 1948,
‘had been in the Czech leader-

1o tdeological slgmncance.

Mr. Hoffman, 47 yecars old,
has been a minister of transport

:and a minister of communica-

tions. He had been a candidate-
,member of the Presidium since
iDecember and was made head
of the trades union movement
only recently.
2 Key Figures Dropped
- Among the members dropped
from. the Ceatral Committee
were Fraatisck Barbirek and
Jon Piller, conservatives who
played a key role in the Czech
leadership’s immediate response
to ‘the Warsaw Pact invasion.
They were  said to - have
switched their allegiahce the
night the troops were entering,
Czechoslmakla, supporting Mr..
Dubcek against those party
feaders who were in favor of
welcoming the units,
Observers have said that if
the two men had Supported the
anti-Dubcek forces, the liberal.
feader would have been ousted:
imniediately and a pro- Sonct
Czech government inslalled.
Because Mr. Dubceen !
valled at the time of the ©
slon, elght months clapred 1 f
forec he was replaced “by M.
Husak. Although Mr. Husak' in-
troduced a more. conservative
brand of yCommunism to
Czechoslovakkn. he is con-

sidered by most Czechosloviks

4% : CI ROPT01 494A0003 AOREIDOI havc heon |

stalied had Mr. Dubcek been
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A . 4999106 _ _ PIPD PP
PP Mr. Husak, in s concluting * Sbservers to be mt.ivatr h 80001-5
> {spcech today, spoke to the dele- dcsire to follow the Sovict cx-
gates of three changes in the ample. o i
party statutes: Lhe convening The Mull Presidium, as_ ap
of party congresses cvery five nounced by Mr. Husak, is s
years instead of every four, the ifolfows: Gustav Husak, Lud H
reintroduction  of candidgte; |Svoboda (President), Vasil Bila,
~lmembers and the change in title ;
of party chief from first sece Petor Colouka, A’f"};‘;’mﬂﬁfé";:’gr,_
gy o gl ey, S Koy ot Kottt
he changes are see : : , o7es ;
Tittle ,p;a\c(ical sipnificance. .;;;ch me?” and{..uhorl‘llrStrO\g--
l'I‘hcir introduction appeared to e “ : s %
THE DAILY TELEGRAPH : :
26 May 1971 \
- CZECH BAN ON |
SPEECH BY
CPYRGHT ARTY.
By Our Communist Affairs Siaff :
[ The British Commumist part violation of the commonly agi
St monly agreed
'gm]?ﬁivtfgﬂf"g the CzcchosK)va principles of the int’crnationai

party congress due Communist movement,”

to .the Gzech recfusal to allow - : ' :
the proposcd speech of the Brmsgs s‘}:lt_::;’negatféqst ."‘iﬁ,}:}t tl}:ﬁ

British delcgate to be given. formed the Czechoslovak party

The boycott follows Lhe earlier 'in advance that we would in-
acceptarice by the British party clude these points in our speech.
to attend, The words objected They subsequently Informed wus
to were: “ The military interven- they regarded it as an interfer-

.| Hon in Czechoslovakia in August, . ence in their intetnal affairs and
1968, was a grave mistake and a . .. could not allow it to be madé.”..-

MORNING STAR, London .
26 May 1971 CPYRGHT

The Communlst Party of OTeat BTiTaln YEZrsTy 1t wirrTot—be represented et the—
Congress of the Communist Party of Czechosalovakia, .

In a statement yesterday, the British'party said that this was because the Communist
rarty of Czechoslovekia had refused to allow the spesch of the British party's delegattg_,‘
to be made at its congress.

"pt its last meeting our executive cdm{ittee accepted an invitation to be present,
eletted a delegate and approved' thé brief speech he intended making on our behalf,"
the statement went on, o :

"In the course of 600-word speech dealing with the struggle against imperialism and

the movement in Britain to defeatvbhe Tory govermment and its policies, we reaffirmed
our position on the esvents of 1968, saying: 'As you know, -our -congress expressed the
view that the miliitery intervention in Czechoslovakia in fugust 1968 was a grave mistake,
and a violation of the commonly egreed principles of the international communist
movement concerning relmstlicns between soclelist states and reiations"between ecommunist
parties entire movement. ' -

"t Nothing that has happened or been sald since has changed our assessment.

"We informed the Czechoslovak Party in advance that we would include these points in
‘our speech to thailr congress, They subsequently '1n1‘omed us - they regarded it as an
interfersnca in their internal affeirs snd could not allow it to be made to their congress,
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"We cannot accept this, Our speech said nething sbout 1nternal Czenhoslovak affairs,

but was ooncerned only with the avents of 1968 which affegted the eptire international

communist movement,
!

"We reeogni:e the right of & oommunist party to decide who shall quck at 1ts own
congress, but as the decision of the Czechoslovak Communist Party meﬁnt our delegate

would not be allowed to deliver the speech approved by our executivg commnittee, it
was decided he should not attend," iy

The delegate elected by the party executive committee was Mr Ruben Falber, assistant
general. secretary,

E

BRIEF3

YUGOSLAV-NORWEGIAN ECONOMIC RELATIONS--Oslo, May 25--Economile relations between e
Yugoslavia and Norway developed successfully last year, it has been concluded by a
mixed Yugoslav-Norwegian commission for economic cooperation, whose work has started
here. It has been announced that the mixed commission will dedicate attention to new
possibilities for the expansion of economlc cooperation, within which tourism will

be especlally considered. There will also be discussed the possibilities for the
signing of a convqeuiion on social insurance. The Yugoslav delegation it heau~d by
member of the Yugoslav Governwment Nikola Pavletic, and the Norweglan deicgation by
minister of trade and shipping, Per Leppe. Norweglan Premler Trygve Bratiell has
received Pavletic, who has also held talks with Norwegian Foreign Winizter Andreas
Capellen and Seoretary of State Turnvald.Stoltneberg. [Text] (Belgrade TANJUG
International English 1620 GMT 25 May 71 L) )

PRGRSV GREETINGS--South Viet Nam May 17--President Huynh Tan FPhat of the Provisional
Revolutionary Government of the Republic of South Viet Nam has sent a message of S
greetings to Mr Trygve Brattell, prime minister of the Government of the Kingdom . "=
of Norway, on the occaslon of Norway's Constitutional Day. The- ‘mesgage sald: “On

the occasion of the Constitutional Day of the Kingdom of Norway, on behal® of the

RSVN PRG I wish to convey to Your Excellency, the government and the people of

Norway our warmest greetings". On this ococasion Mme Nguyen Thi Binh, minister for
foreign affairs of the RSVN PRG also qenp 8 message of grestings to Mr. Andreas
Cappelen, minister for roreign affairs of the Kingdom of Worway. [Text] .{LIRERATION
PRESS AGENCY/Clandestine/English East Europe and Far East 1524 GMT 17 May 71 B)

YUGOSLAV CONGRATULATIONS-~President of the Republic Joaip Broz Tito has ‘sent the following
telegram to King -Olav V of Norway: "On the occasion of the national holiday of

your country, I am.pleased ‘to send Ybur Majesty and the friendly people of Norway

must cordial congratulations ahd best wishes for the personal happiness of Your
, Majesty and the progress of friendly Norway." [Text] (Belgrade BORBA 17 May 71 p 2 4A)

" BULGARIAN GREETINGS--Georgi Traykov. chairman of the National Assembly Presidium, has
sent a greetings telegram to the King of Norway Olav V, on the occasion of the
national holiday of the country. (Sofia Domestic Bulgarian 1430 GMT 20 May 71 A)

. 1 - . .
GZECHOSLOVAK MESSAGE-~Prague May 16--Czechoslovalk President Ludvik Svoboda has sent .
a telegraim of congratulations to Norweglan King Olav V., on his country': national
day. (Text] (Prague CTK Internltional English 2054 GMT 16 uay 7neL) .
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THE GUARDIAN, Manchester
29 May 1971

- Communists suppress
- - Italian note

- CPYRGHT¥rom DAN MORGAN, Rome, May 28. -

o
‘ allan Communist Party salg today that Its.
message of dissent to the invasion of Czechoslovakia: .
had been suppressed by the party congress-meeting this.
weck in Prague, o -
The announcement from the party press office n -
Rome marred the elaborately prepared surface harmony
of the Prague meeling, A
which is being attended by -
: top delegations from eac
i ﬁc lﬁh'; invading countries,
lgcluding the Soviet:leader
. CPYRGHT Mr Brezhnev, '
It was also a reminder of the' oorty o signify disapproval of reforms and “from this was  So:ialist soclety. It underiined
fﬁ%‘;‘;f;ﬁ" ﬁ?ﬂds'i‘he O:Wegtt}";* hei coursfeé)eil:tl\g t;k?rjx IPy the m‘)m oim dlsslenttl".wnhumspefctt ﬁ: ghé' need for as'," multip]l??li‘t;‘ %f
regime of Mr Husak In Prague. ~ tho niilliary intervention o ¢ forms  an of democrati
largest Communist Party. The . was also possible that gthe Warsaw Pact.” “i.or anlsatior?s " and eforcrathg

JItaliun Communists received 27¢
per cent of the vote in the last"
general elektion’ and claim 1.5
million members.

"~ The party annouticement safd

Italians did not wish to expose

. m : "direct and active participa-
one of their ton nolitical officers It continued with e °

* frankness -that wo think .must, \tion of the masses.”. . . .

Yo the humiliation of being  always underly the relations Sinee 1968, the Italian party

mzzled-in Prague. B between Communist parties. we- | hag consistently refused to toe
The correspondent of the: ' tell you that we do not belleve 'the appraved Soviet line on the

the text of thé. message was ; friiat ”» ‘ d.  subse- !l
party paver “L'Unita™ wrote = that there 'occurred: eubse: -invasion. Al the 1969 world con-
being  published In  Rome| g™ oo™ th C that " can
: plshed A - at extreme con. Guently eleménts that 'can’ ference of Communlst parties
because the Italian' representa-, servatives weré coming to the Induce us to change oOuUr ;in Moscow, Italian teprgsenta-

‘tive ‘to the congress, Slgror:
'Sergio Segre, was unable ‘o]
;read it. i

' Signor Segre is a member of,
“the

;po‘sition."‘ "1 tives voiced similar objections,
fand left the conferente early.
| With municipal and provinclal

Jelections In. Italy soon, the

tore in . Crechosinvakia %ho ﬁn' o
bevond the official lin¢ of the | The statement also stressed
party, - TTTrCwd7 7Y ‘Haly’s belief In the sovereignly

The sunpressed mossage eatd - of each State, In diversities in

talian Central Committee, _that the Itali arty had given reaching socialism, and in the |party clearly wishes to leave
but is considered to be of low A D o Ihooines: need for collaboration between |no doubt om s stand. —
a positive aopralsal to he,1968;. ifferent political forces In _wgshmgmn Post. . . .,

enough level in the Italian o d

WASHINGTON POST .. - |
29 May 1971 CPYRGHT

Italian Reds Disclose DiSsenting Note
They Say Czech Parley Suppressed

By Dan Morgan
Washington Post Foreign Service

-CPYRGHT

d 0 €xXposc one ol {heir top po-

taday that its message of “dis-
@ent” to the 1968 Warsaw Pact
fnvasion of Czechoslovakia
had been suppressed by: the
party congress meeting this
week {n Prague. !

e annguncement fr he] .
sarty prepRRovVed Tor
farred the elaborately pre-

‘fiared surface harmony of the

‘tions from each of the invad-
"ing countries, including Soviet
leader Leonid Brezhnev., :

It was also a reminder of
.the steadfast criticism of the
11968 invasion from the West's
largest Communist Party. The
Italian Communists received

GleAsE, 3&%&%%‘%%-

L5 million members.
r§

T Fire tht,y TS T
; hii' ¢ pttended 1 ’ i jelegs sa e text o € -message
——wasbeimgpubtisted—trRomre-

because the Italian representa-;'
tive to the congress, Sergio
Segre, was' unable to read it.
Segre is-a member of the
Italian central committee, but
is considered to be of low
enough level 'ixé the Itallian
arty to signify disapproval of
DR#$ 0419400080

regime of Gustav Husak in

Prague. It was also pqssil;]g

tion of ‘being muzzled in
Prague. ' ) ;

The correspondent of the
cparty paper L'Unita wrote this
-week that extreme conserva-
'tives were coming to the fore

iin Czechoslovakia who “go bey

nd"” the official line of the:
%90_1-5’ s
| The suppressed party mes
|sage. said that the Italian
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“party had given a “positive ap-
.praisal” o the 1968 rcforms
‘and “from this was horn our
; dissent with respect to the

military intervention of the
Warsaw Pact.”

It continued: “With the
frankness that we think must
always underly the relations
between Communist parties,
we tell you that we do not be-
lieve that there occurred sub-
sequently elements that can
l?du::e us to change our pOSl
tion.”

cignty of each state, In “dj.
versities” in rcaching socials
Ism, and in the need for cn]
laboration between differep
political forces in Socialist so-
ciety,

It further underlined tlpa
need for a "multiplieity of
forms and of democratic ar-
ganizations” and for the “dir

rect and active partlcipatitin

of the masses.”

With munieipal and provip
clal elections coming up agai‘n
'in Italy, the party clearly

080001-5

The statement also stressed ‘wishes to leave no doubt on i('.s
Italy's bellef in the sover- 'stand. £

L'UNITA, Rome
29 May 1971

CPYRGHT

(Texi'. of PCI message to lUth CPCZ congress)

The PCI press office has releasad the text of the PCI Directormte!s message to
the CPCZ congress, ewhich was to have been read by Comrade Sergio Segre and which the
congress presidency did not consider necegsary to have read:

Comrades, I have been tharged by the PCI Directorate to convey; through this message
addressed to your congress, the greetings of the Italian-communists to the communlsta,
workers, and people of Czechoslovakia,

You are aware that the’ Italian communists have always highly appreciated the contribu-
tion which the Czechoslovak communists, workers, and nation have made in the struggle
against. fascism and nazism, as well as the contribution which they have made and are
called upon to make in.the struggle against imperialism and capitalism and for peace,
European security, and socialism.

The permanent-reasons whtoh animate and guide!the. internationalism of. the: Italian com-
munists lie in the great;objectives of the,defense of peace, the liberation of the peoples
and of all the oppressed and exploited masses, and the realization of a new society of
free and equal people. We proceed from the belief that in the struggle for these objec-
tives it is.necessary to further the ever widening collaboration and the unity between
all the anti-imperialist. progressive, revolutionary, and peace-loving forces in Europe
and throughout the world. N : . ;

We are also convinced that in order, to pursue an effective 1nternatlonallst unity :lt
is necessary to recognize the dif'ferences which mark for every country the path to be
pursued toward socialisn, that the existing dizputes should not be ignored, and that it -
is necessary to proceed from the exact awareness of these disputes in the activity

directed at overcoming them in fact and through an open and frank debate.

This 15 obviously not the place to discuss the problems which have been opened up and
the quite profound differences which exist today within the international workers move-
ment and between our two parties. However, we also consider it our duty to confirm

on this occasion the political and principled positions assumed by our party in connection
with the Czechoslovak events of recent years, events which have been of international e
importance and which have raised questions which are at the moment under discussion ’
within the international workers and communist movement.:‘ 3y

Our positions are known to you. We have made & positive appreclation of the new course
initiated by your party in January 1968, although not ignoring the difficulties and
dangers arising in its implementation but believing that they should be overcome through
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an open appeal to the communists and the working class of your counfry. Our difference:
with regard to ‘the military intervention of five Warsaw Pact countries in Czechoslovali-
also arises paﬁtly from this. With the frankness that we believe sﬁould always inspire
relations between communist parties, we say to you that we do not bgliasve that any
elaments have ahergod meanwhiles which eould induce us to change our!pouitions.

They are based, in addition to our Judgment of the development of the events, on the firm
belief that the indepéndence and sovereignty of every communist parﬁy and of every state
are the absolute foundations of internationalism, . . §

We belleve that. the national character and internationalism of a reyplutionary force

are both essential and inseparable, and that only in this way can the working class.
acquire ever growing importance, become the predominant class in iﬁé,own country, and
thus make an effective contribution to the struggle of the 1nberna§iona1 proletariat.

Comrades; 1n the profound social and political crisis which Italy is going through,

“We commuhists a?e working:to promote.the broadest possible tonvergences and agreements
‘betweeﬁ'all'the?rorces of the left, both lay and Catholie, with the aim of securing

the democratic progress and social renovation of .Italy, in the prospect of socialism.
We are thus struggling to open up the path to the realization and building of a o
soclalist society with the collaboration of various political forces, a society based
on a multiplicity of democratic forms and organizations, popular consent, and on the
direct and acti?e'ﬁarbioipation of the masses.

Advancing on the Italian path toward socialism traced out by our party in accordance
with the teachings of Marx and Lenin, in 50 years of struggle under the leadership.of..
Gramsei and Togliatti we have become a great worker, popular, national, and
internationalist force. Our solidarity with the socialist countries, with the national
liberation movements, and with all the struggles of the working class and of the
democratie forcds in the capitalist countries 1s a deep and concrete solldariby; and
so ;s'QQf‘solidabity with the heroio peoples of Vietham, Igos, and Cambodia, with the
Arab’ peoples, and:with all those who are struggling against imperialism, aggression,
and oppression throughout the world. We highly appreciate the aid which the USSR,

your own country, and all the soclalist countries are giving to'ﬁhe struggles of

these ‘peoples, ds well 'ss the initiatives for peace which have been undertaken on an
international level. "We believe the time has hoiw coiie for the peoples of Europe to
unite in the struggle Ibr a system of ‘collective security based on the recognition of
the reality which has emerged from World War II, and which would help overcome the
continent!s division into two counterposed bloes and begin a new phase of -cooperation
and collabdration. The propesals recently advanced by the 24th CPSU congress for a
policx of peace appear to us to be of particular importance in this-reépept._

In this spirit we beg  you to aceept, on the 50th anniversary of the founding of your
party, the warm salute which we address to all Czechoslovak communists and workers,
in the hope that' Czechoslovakia, may advance in building soecialism in bhe unity of the
communists and with the consent of the workers and of the peopla, '
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[The following is a summary of and excerpts from an artlcle by
Spanish Communist Manuel Azcarte, "On the Use of Marxist Methods,"
writing in Realidad as broadcast by the Spanish Communist;Party's
clandestine radio: ''Radio Espana Independiente' on 25 May 1971.1

The "Lessons From the Crisis-Ridden Development in the Party and Soclety
After the 13th CPCZ Congress® attempt to give a theoretical and histgyical foundation
to the officiml thesis of the military invasion of Czechoslovakia in:August 1968. ‘fThey
attempt to explain how a situation in which counterrevolution and cépitalism wére about
to talke over and in which soclalism tould only be saved by a militaﬂ? invasion could
be created in a country where the working class had been in power rér more than 20
years and where the communist party had all the ‘resources and made all the decisions.

The document claimed that sociallism was about to be destroyed from within, It is

not contezted that certain entisocialist elements existed in the 1968 political

¢érisis and that the communist party had to face up to the dangers such foraes repre-
sented. The Czechoslovakia Communist Party leadership recognized this danger after
January 1968 and faced up to 1t. Dubcek himselfl claarly expressed his attitude in

his talks with the Freneh comrades,

"This ‘point is not contested. The communist parties which, 1ike ours, expressed. their
opposition to the military intervention, haveé never cast doubt on the existence of
these elements."

"what the document tries to show us is the existence, in Ozechoslovakia in'Auguat 1968,
of* the extrao:dinary and [word indistinct] counterrsvolutionary force which was on
the point of overthrowing the =mocialist state and of destroying socidlism."

"The'two'hrguments which could be used to logically Justify the intervention were,
rirat the threat of an invasion of Czechoslovakia by Atlantic troops and, second,

the ‘existence of a powerful organized, counterrevolutionary plo%: a plot which was‘
armed and had support, whioh was on the point of launching an attack onh the government,
and which wag atrong enough to destroy the aocialist state. .

‘Was socialism in danger!"The document oites the two groups K 231 -and KAN as being

antisooialist. These consgigted of only a small .group of people. Could they.be a danger
to socialism? Tb gay yes is not only to laugh at truth, but also to insult socialism.
We Spanish dommunists, vwho are ponfronted with a fascist state vhich does not have the
support of the masses and is the enemy of the people, know how difficult it 1is to
struggle to destroy the state. No one in his right mind would believe that the

.existence of a socialist state could be. threatened—by a: few groups: of dissidents.~

The document says that the céunterrevblutionary fordes were penetrating othepr areas

‘and were launching an open attack. . Launching an open attack is a very oconcrete affair,

involving real people and places. But the document does not cite any facts to support

its claim. It cammot.

."If this counterrevolution, this danger to socialism, had existed, the objective of

the military intervention would have been to overthrow it.
if so, the document could have told us today that the troops of the USSR and the
other socialist countries had dismantled this- oounterrevolution, which. consiated By

of spesific Pedple. 1The document ocontains nothing like this. In short, far 5,4“”93
from showing that there was & cBerious and imminent counterrevolutionary threat R
in August 1968, it shcws a laok ot facts and proof to support such a statement.® . . i

e

"what waa ‘the choice regarding the political scen® in Czechoslovakia facing thé CQntralw
Conmittee plenum in Junuary-Auguat 19681 - was it perhaps capitalism or sooialism? 23

Appro_ved For Release 1999/09/0%0: CIA-RDP79-01194A000300080001-5 -



Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000300080001-5

<0 .
& dictatorship of the bourgéoisie or & dictatorahip of the proletbriat? Alliance
with the socialist countries or the Atlantic-bloe?  No. Such & cholce never
existed in fact. And, in & way, the document confirms this, This cholce was
different between two forms or models of socialism," ,

There are many inocongruous aspects of 'the document and its absurd%bies. #How

gould interstructural phenomena reinstate capitalism without any @p¢1f1cation of
the structure of the olass situation created under socialism, witp the working
class holding powert" ' 3y

It is incongruous that explanations in the document are limited tg_the struggles,

conflicts, andicontradictions within the party, within the workin% class, within ’
socialism. "But on the other hand, it is perfeotly logical to see this as & confronta~

"tion between the two conceptions of socialism which beoame evideqt'in the party.”

The dooument says that the so-called rightwing gevisionisb forces took advantage

of weakness in applying the 13th CP0Z Congress resoilution. This current upset the
party becsuse there were ideclogical deficiencies in the schools and colléges. The
"so-called heslithy current lost ground. The so-called rightwing revisionist group
was formed at% the January plenum, that is, the main nuclieus inecluding Dubcek and
the party leadership. How did this so-called revisionist group become the
“gounterrevolutiiom? The document clalms that it broke five permanent, unchangeable
values of socialism, five objective laws which determine i1ts character of socialist
power, Violatihg these laws 18 the same as antisocialist and counterrevolutionary
aotivity. Tt would have been logical for the Warsaw troops to have broken up end
arrested a band of bourgeois counterrevolutionary spies, but they kept Dubcek

and others in- the Central Committee offices. Moreover,'the Soviet Government
started btalksia few days later with them and accepted that they should remain in
their posts when the Soviet troops were in the country. The document makes no
’ménp%dn of this at all. : : '

LAfter August, the process of expelling members from the’party'star%ed. The Cenbral
Committee wasachangedAfrom above and it later passed this document. This document
shows, by the basicrstiucture of this argument, the model and gonception of

sooialism “fmposed on'Czechoslovakia and the theorétital errors which Marxism
fakes when it strives' to defend this model . '

_ ;ﬁlﬁ;s analysis of the Czechoslovak Communist Party'szdocument, which tries
to justify military intervention by five soclalist countries, Manuel Azcarate writes:

“The document pre§eh£3'the‘values of socialism as follows: The leading position of the
working_cla55<and"its vangurad the cémmunist party; the. role of the socialist state

as an instrument of the dictatorship of the proletariat; Marxist-Leninst ideodlogy and
its diffusion with the aid of ‘all the means of mass influence; socialist ownership of
the means of production and the principle of planned management of the national economy;
and the principles of proletarian internationalism and their consistent application in
foreign policy, especlally in relation to the Soviet Union.

Azcarate argues that one firt comes up against the adjective "immutable,”" which clashes
with the Marxist and lLeninist conception of socialism as a lower,.a first, stage which
leads to communism and which is st111 strongly impregnated with bourgeonis residues, in
particular the state. Moreover, presenting the above five values together as laws to
be complied with, without dialectics between and within them, 1s surprising. Even more
surprising is the order in which thé five values are presepted to us. Socialist

- ownership: of the means of production is only on fourth plate, after ildeology. In this
positioning df the value concerning the structure of property, of the really class
aspect of the problem, fortuitous? Is the priority given to the state as an {1active)

ADBEBTE F &, Ko RHsE.TadbTs6102 *CIARBPTo 811 64K000300080001.8

11 T



Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194@000300080001;5

The basic problem here concerns relations between democracy and freedom. The defense
of democracy and freedom is of fundamental importance for the commﬁhist parties, which
are fighting in the capitalist countries. 1In the face of the spectacular development
of monopolist state capitalism, the (?regression) of the forms of bourgeols democracy,
and the emergence of powerful instruments for manipulating human mihds. democracy and
{reedom become decisive platforms for uniting the great working maipes, the youth,
peasant, intellectual, and professional masses against the monopolgét state. They
become decisive for the socialist revolution. 3t .

The Leninist theses on the indissoluble bond between democracy and soclalism must be
fully retrived and raised to a new level in the present day situatidn. The need for
socialism to recover its democratic dimension was reflected in thefdocument approved at
the 1969 Moscow conference, although we'wish it had ‘been done in a.more explicit way.
In this document we read that socialism creates conditions for an guthentic democracy,
for real participation of the vast popular masses in the administration of society,

. for universal development of the human personality:. And it adds: The building of
*'socialism and its suctessive perfection is based on the support, action, and initiative
of . the broadest populsr masses encouraged and led by the working class.

Our concept of the Spanish path to socialism springs from the key ldea that the N
- communist party is leading not by virtue of.a .legal.stipulation which can only accentuate
tendencies toward bureaucratization, but only to the extent that it wins this role

for itself ahd mﬁghgds through its correct poliey, the example of its men, and so
‘forth to win the trust of the masses. Only fthus and only in a so¢clalism which realizes
the most complete political democracy will the party be able to carry out a leadership

role. :
The sad thing about the Czechoslovak document is that it does not critiqize-certaih:
;aspects of the efforts made in Czechoslovakia after January 1968 to recover the

democratic and popular dimension of socialism, It rejects such a concept. The document
deéiaﬁéé'that the April 1968 action program is anti-Marxist. The doeument”advocatea

_the réturn to the autocratic system, to Stalinism, -
A . v . . . P .

7
CA . . Chisde
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THE NEW YORK TIMES
5 June 1971 ‘

CPYRGH;S Downcast Prisoners, Spurned by Hanoi,
AU Return to Danang CPYRGHT

"
Special 1o The New York Thnes

DANANG, South Vietnam,

New OQffer by Saigon

The South Vietnamese Gov-
ernment charged - Hanoi tndaﬂ
with “bad faith in going bac
on its word and refusing to re-
ceive its own invalid soldiers,”
put offered again in  general
terms to free all the sick and
wounded who wanted to return
|to the North.
| Despite the renewed offer,
many  observers -beliove that
the whole episode set back the
chances of any similar venture

step Roward the return of the
impri ned  Americans..

Thf lingering hope of Ameri-:
can offficialg for reciprocity was
illustipted .by the appearance
aboafll the Upshur of a special
five-nian team.. One member re-
that they were there
bn the slim chance” that

would send a few Amerl-
fut with the vessel sched-’
pick up the North Viat.!
e prisoncrs. The teany in-

clude I a doctor, -

-+ lto interview the captives, But

officers _.reported that, one or
two ‘of the prisoriers began to
suspect that they would not be
_igoing? home when the t¢ime
gnrme (.and pamsed for Khe trans-

. They were finally informed
lof t'he change in plans at about
'4‘0 clock this alternoon, nearly
eight hours after they had been

[scheduled to ie
’for the barge. ave the Upshuk

June 4—Thirteen disabled North 10T sqjne time. It was clear that The dejected captives who
Vietnamese prisoners, described Saigolp ‘would think long and  walked oxj' were -ch'riﬁd from “They were sad and confused
as saddenec and bewildered by hard |pefore again making any  the Upshur today represeptcd  |when they heard the news,”
oo aseoet ite refusal of Hanol  speciflc proposal for unilateral  thd. only disabled among ;660  |said Maj. To Cong Bien, public
to take them back, returned  releagp of North Vietnamese interviowed by the Internation-  |relations officer for the Joint
here today after a 24-hour sea prisoffers. e al Red Cross who exptessdd @  [General Staff. “They couldn't
journey to nowhere. Unjjed States officials have  desire to roturn to the Nafth.  |understand why North Vietpam
The Upshur, a 19,000-ton un- persudded Saigon to makesuch  Officials have offered several would do that. We prom?sed‘
armed Navy troop transport, gestufles in the hope that possible reasons why the oth. them that the ‘would be'in the
turned around after traveling mouniling world pressure would  ers refused repatciation: the first batch 1f};n to return in
70-miles north and headed back resulf] in release by Hanpl of  fear of rcprisals at home, un-  |the future.” y. o
to Danang on orders sent at at ast some  American  dergmound.- instructions -from The priﬁ'oners also told South
midday to forego any effort to  prisopers. : a Hanoi to rcmain or w sincete  Vietnamese and International
carry out the planned ship-to- Sofle officials expressed the  desire to stay in . South Viet-  Red Cross officials aboard that
ship transfer of the captives.  beliefl|tonight that Hanoi's re-  Ram. SR they wanted to be kept apart, |
Plans had called for the prison- fusal|lto accept the prisoners ‘Sad and Confused’ from sll other prisoners if they '
ers to be moved early this was Bneant as a warning to Amerl : were sent back to the camp at
morning to a civilian barge, ®Washington that North Viet- 4 f‘rca" hospital corpsmen,
which was then to have been nam Wants serious concessions who helped care fqr the pris- Blenhoa, near Salgon. They ex-
met by North Vietnamese craft at Pdkis in retumn for the re: onerg i?. the ship’s . hospital pressed fear for their safety in
near shore. leaselbf the American prisoners s}r@r gss.'lstﬂd the disabled cap- a prison where almost all of
Hanoi, which had suggested and Mot its own men back, no tives down. the ramp. here 10- their sick and wounded coun-
the transfer arrangements in day. One prisoner who had lost trymen disagreed with their de-
g mattdf haw many. BRh
precise detail in response to a , X Embittered a Ieg left the ship on the back ¢igion to retum.
‘Saigon offer to return up to sgue Rmiitieres of an American corpstnan. “fn Camp at Danang
570 prisoners, said that the jow In |lbroader terms, officials “The corpsmen and the pris- )
‘numiber aboard was “treacher-  say, e abortive effort has fur-] oners pot along so0 well to- Thfi prisoners were taken (o
ous and dishonest” It then an-  |ther #nbittered the atmosphore gether on the brief voyage that, & prison camp in Danang ftq-
nulled its agreement to meet * |surrofinding the sensitive pris-|  they and the prisoners had tears| night. South Vietnamese 0 f:_i
the barge off the coast of the |oncrglissue. American officials, In “thelr eyes when it came cers said that a decision woul
demilitarized zone, which strad-  'from|jthe White House down,| t#ime for them to leave,V one be made Jater on whether they
dles the border between North  |had Mailed Hanol's acceptance|  of the ship’s officers said. would be sent to.a separate
and South Vietnam. + |of Safgon’s offer as an encour-| Reporters traveling aboard compound at Bienhoa.
aging[sign and a possible fltst’ the Upshur were not. ailowed So{xnmlts ‘-";itgttﬁ;“rggget"dg-r e}}g‘:

Ministry said that Hanol, in
accepting Saigon’s offer to take
back the prisoners, “did not
mention any specific number ot
prisoners as a condition for
agrecing to receive them.”

i “On the cohtrary,” the state«
ment said, “the Hanol regime
golemnly declared at that time
that it was ready to receive and
help any prisoners of war who
wished to return to Nol
Vietnam.” )

POW FEpisode CPYRGHT

CPYRGHT BALTIMORE SUN
7 June 1971 the group were asked simply #f nam, will continue to be vietims of | Americans ha i :
T T ey o T Ty s ageeed to belng relensey ' ik war, it.appcars. North Vietnam farian concern with respect to all
; the north, It.1s generally assumed chargess that the proposed returp ;i '° PUBOHES B TE0 08 BE O
isabled North Vietnamese prison-fy o stuam_did ual_wagt - of the disabled g ’ vas a put- the ill and the disabled, and we

up job, and that South Vietnam  Also have a special concern for the
was “pretending” that “only 13+ United States servicemen held as
" wished to be released. North Viet.. prisoners in North Victnam, The
he North Vietnamese government agreed o be released, and who  .nam, of course, nbver acknowl-. hope of most Americans that the
anceled its' agreement to acceptwere taken on the futile voyage to' edges. even that it sends iis sol- | proposed “release of the disabled
e prisoners after South Vielnam'the exchange point and back, dré ' diers into South Vietnam, and it North, Victnamese would lead tio
nd the United St.atgsman?ot:ncadlseriously disabled~-pttiful - victims 'shows no hesitation'in coldly using moves for the release of American
hat & commission of the Interna- of past fighting. Ly . the nriennera, il and cripfed as - prisoriers now has been extin-
ional Red CrépAVIRd T Release m&&w&mmmmwMﬂ&%ﬁc@mmmwmm oh both

13 of 570 prisoners who were Inter« abled prisoners held in South Viet- poses. .o - sides still are pawns in the larger
to go back. Al of " ‘{ssue of ending the war.

rs of war who were to have been e prisonrs.to ream an that
eturned fo- North Victnam pointd one way or another this was unders

difficulties that still lie ahead. stood by the prisoners. The 13 who,
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DATES WORTH NOTING

July Yugoslavia The collective presidency is
to go into effect probably in
July following passage of consti-
tutional amendments in late June.
Tito will retain the titular pos-
ition of President of Yugoslavia
for an indefinite time and preside
over the 22-man collective presid-
ency. Once Tito is mo longer
president, Yugoslavia's president
will be chosen by annual rotation
among the 22 members of the col-
lective executive. Also, probably
in July, the League of Yugoslav
Communists will meet. Yugoslavia's
current work on economic retorms,
as well as the constitutional
changes, and Soviet displeasure
with the Yugoslav reforms make
this year's LCY annual confer-
ence particularly important.

July 11 Mongolia  50th anniversary of Outer Mongolia's
declaration of independence from
China in 1921, following the over-
throw of the Mongolian govern-
ment by Mongolian revolutionaries
with the aid of the Russian army.
In 1924 the Mongolian Peoples
Republic was proclaimed.

July 21 Indochina Anniversary of the Geneva Accords
providing for an Indochina arm-
istice in 1954.

August 1 China Army Day and the 50th anniversary
of the founding of the Chinese
Red Army in 1921.

August 13 Germany 10th anniversary of the Berlin Wall,
built by East Germany to seal the
border against mass fleeing of the
East Germans to the West. (In July
1961 alone, a total of 30,444
refugees:were registered at the
West Berlin receiving center.)
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August 19-24

August 20-21

August 21

USSR

Czechoslovakia

China

35th anniversary of the Moscow

Show Trial of the '"'16 01d Bolsheviks''--
a landmark in Stalin's Great Purge.
The trial set in motion a mass
witch-hunt for "Trotskyite traitors"
in the USSR, which Stalin used to
eliminate all rivals and consolidate
his absolute power. Chief defendants
at the trial, Grigori Zinoviev and
Lev Kamenev, had been co-menbers
with Stalin in the triumverate

that ruled Russia during Lenin's
illness. They were accused of
having plotted the assassination

of Sergey Kirov, a key Soviet leader
killed in December 1934, and of
being members of an international
Trotskyite conspiracy that was
plamming to assassinate Stalin and
other Soviet leaders. In fact, it
is now widely acknowledged that

the real conspirators in Kirov's
assassination were probably Stalin
and merbers of the Soviet secret
police.

Anniversary of the invasion of
Czechoslovakia by Soviet-led
Warsaw Pact forces from the USST,
Bast Germany, Poland, Hungary and
Bulgaria, to put an end to
Czechoslovak internal reform in
1968. Ixplaining the Soviet Union's
"mecessity' for invadine a small
neighboring country, Soviet Party
leader Leonid Brezhnev announced
Commumist countrics roszive the
Tright to invade othor “oumuiist
countries to raintain corrimist
ruic.

5th anniversary of t.» start of
Mao's Cultural Revolution in 1966
when Chinese tecnagers called
"Red Guards' entered Peking in a
nationwide ideological campaign
that brought education to a halt,
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August 29-
September 4

September 12-18

September 21

Septenber 23-25

Sinaia,
Romania

Dublin

New York

Santiago

disrupted industry, revived out-
moded forms of medicine, and per-
secuted the intelligentsia.

Annual Pugwash Conference of
scientists from the Communist
countries and the West.

38th International Congress of

PEN, the respected writers
organization. Representatives from
the Soviet Union and other Bloc
countries have sometimes attended.
However, the Secretary of the

Board of the Soviet Writers Union,
Georgi M. Markov, announced at the
5th Soviet Writers Congress in
Moscow on June 29th that the

Soviet Union would continue to
boycott PEN congresses, as it has
done in recent years, because of
Western criticism of Soviet literary
policies, including the imprison-
ment of unorthodox writers in the
Soviet Union.

United Nations General Assembly
opens.,

1st Latin American Journalists
Conference of the (Commmist)
International Organization of
Journalists. The main objective
of the conference is to establish
a Latin American Journalists
Federation affiliated to the IQJ.
The conference is also to discuss
"freedom of the press' -- although
the main organizers of this con-
ference come from Communist countries
where freedom of the press is
intolerable (e.g., the beginning
of a free press in Czechoslovakia
in 1968 was one of the principal
reasons why the Soviet Union
invaded that country.)
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AL-MADINA, Jidda
25 May 1971

SOVIET "BIG BROTHERS" STUMBLE ON OIL-INDUSTRY AID TO ARAB STATES § QTHERS:
= - AFTER 15 YEARS, GLO PI OR RECIP
CPYRGHT = : f

LONDON-A big scandal is breaking into the open in world ¢il circles concerning
eficiencies in the quality of the Soviet Union's' technical assistance on petroleum |
to the developing countries. Complaints about slowness, buregucracy, poor
achinery, and inadequate persornel assigned to foreign aid programs have long -
een current among Arab as well as other professional oilmen and government
officials. Now, no less an authority than Egypt's former deputy premier and oil
inister, Eng. Mahmud Younesx, has added his voice to the murmurings.

"The reputation of the Soviet Union in matters of oil technology is not very
good," he told a widely-attended oil conference at Northwestern University on
March .20. The seminar was attended by experts from many countries who concurred
in his verdict. ‘ .

One central fact the Egyptian dignitary probably had in mind is. that

|Russia has provided technical services in geology, exploration, reservoir studies,
prospecting and drilling for 15 or more years in a long string of countries.

These include Egypt, Iraq, Syria, Algeria, Morocco, Libya, India, Ceylon and others.
Yet they have not one sipgle major oil discovery to their credit.

All thisvmﬁst constitute a glbomy picture for those states which signed up
for Russian "help,'" or.which might be considering in future -calling on Moscow
for deals in prospecting or technical aid ‘in running an 0il industry. For this

», |reason, the USSR is prepatring a dazzling “show'' at the forthcoming World 0Oil

re

{Congress in the Soviet capital in June.  This may convince gullible unsophisticates
that top-flight' Soviet oil technology -- of which the Russians have a cértain
amount, it must be stated fairly -- is available for export under aid projects.

But the facts and past experience show that the USSR needs all its best help for
itself, not for foreign countries.. : ’ ‘ ’

Take the true "inside" story of Russia's technical assistance to Egypt's state
o0il enterprises, which was Yecoming notorious in knowledgeable petroleum circles
even before Eng. Younes spoke recently in a nutshell,:the Soviets agreed in 1966
to give exploration help, but it took until now -- five years later -- to get into -
high gear. And this was in the Siwa Oasis area near the Libyan border, which
Soviet geologists tout.as the "most promising' region in Egypt!

What are the results so far? According to a statement in March by Eng.
Ali Wali, chairman of Egypt's General Petroleum Corporation, exactly three holes
have been completed in the intervening years. The first hole, which took a
leisurely eight months to drill (slow by normal standards, due to trouble with
the Russian turbodrill) found ... water. The other’ two were dry holes. It
took Moscow until the beginning of this year to deliver to Egypt all six oil
drilling-rigs promised under a protocol of May 8, 1960..
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Top Egyptian experts on Eng. Wali's staff conceal in public their disgust
with the quality of Soviet oil aid. But in private they confide that much of the

original Soviet equipment was badly-worn, suffered from frequenpt breakdowns, and %
was of about "1938-vintage" even if it was not actually that old. <
For cbﬁparison, the agreement concluded between Egypt and the Amoco 0il 4

Company in the same Western Desert area where the Soviets are’operating at Siwa
required drilling to start within six months. And, in fact, the govermment

announced an exciting new discovery on this tract this month {April). In

Libya, Occidental 0il prospected, drilled and discovered big ¢il within abotit

six months. In the latest oil contracts in Venezuela, fims gre given just three
years in which to find petroleum. Oilmen joke that the Soviets would have been j
sent home from there by now, emptyhanded, at the speed they hgve operated in .
‘Egypt and elsewhere, such are the rigidities of the Soviet commumnist system.

The known lack of computers in Russia as well as the experience to harness

| them will further hamper progress as the oil industry modernizes. For instance,
the thoroughness and accuracy of a study of Libyan petroleum reserves, currently
underway in Tripolinwith Soviet technicians, will inevitably be impaired by this
shortfall in computer technique. o

Its the same story in Iraq as in Egypt and elsewhere‘of ineffective Soviet
0il "help", often extended for political motives. :

The Iraqis signed us in June and July of 1969 for a huge '"crash' program of
Soviet oil aid and loans totaling sterling 59 million ($142 million) to develop
North Rumaila oil-field with an #'immédiate' start. The area had been recuperated
|from the ‘western oil combine as a known o0il pool, and an "immediate'' start on
development-was stipulated. In fact, it took the first drilling rig in the

Machine export-INOC contract took nine months for delivery to Basra, and commencement
of drilling was delayed.-several more months,. even. though none of the usual advance
prospection was needed. .. Iraqi officials were disappointed and bitter at the slow
pace, and now they're looking at the calendar, wondering if there's any chance

of getting Rumaila into production next ‘year, as hoped.: The prospect appears
doubtful, thanks to Moscow's slow start. ‘

Not only the Arabs are being short-changed on Soviet 0il-aid.  In India,"

the government in February abandoned'its first offshore 0il drill in the Gulf

pof Cambay because of unsuitable Soviet equipment. India's heavy reliance on

Soviet equipment and techni¢al-assistance for the past 15 years has slowed exploration -
for crude oil the country badly needs. Indian oilmen say Soviet exploration '
[techniques are at least 10 years behind Western industry. : -

The first Cambay hole was abandoned at 4,900 feet, where a possible oil-
bearing structure was found to be too thin to exploit, and the Soviet rig was moved
o another shallow site. Indian geologists claim however that oil-bearing
structures probably exist around 15,000 feet, but Soviet drills supplied to

Eﬁdia are incapable of penetrating deeply of operating in deep water where the

ost promising structures are located. For this reason, New Delhi has been
prranging for equipment and help from Japanese and Western for future deepwater
rilling. '

Soviet failures abroad, of course, are just a reflection of domestic problems
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impressive oil reserves.

) An authoritative article in '"World Petrolem'' magazine last year, entitled

"Russia's Drilling Hit by Bquipment Problems,' outlined mechanjcal faults plaguine
drilling rigs, bits, casings, pumps, bearings and a host of other needs. Spare
parts were lacking, and design was récognized by the Soviets themselves to be
obsolete, backward, and inefficient. ,

One proof came last July when the Soviet Ministry of Pet%pleum Industry,
V.D. Shashin, visited the United States, largely, he admitted,:to buy large
quantities of U.S. equipment and technical processes. _ ¢

The previously-mientioned defidency in computers in Soviet oil operations,
as elsewhere in Soviet industry, is especially noticeable. Only about 2,500
computers existed in the USSR ih 1970, whereas 13,000 are needed by 1975 if the
country's development is not to be slowed. This computer shortage comes atop
other known oil-industry shortfalls in surveying and exact geophsical prospection

needed to pinpoint oil deposits even if the general area is known. :

The Soviet Unfon is at least a decade behind other countries in computerized
seismographic technology. This permits exploration of deep, complex geological
formations and the consequent finding of new oil-fields.. While such "digital
seismoc' technology, as its called, had contributed impressive benefits to US
exploration by 1963, and was in use in Libya for instance by 1966, the first
computerized digital seismic field unit was deployed in the northern region of the
USSR only in 1969, So itts hardly surprising that in April, 1971, when Algeria --
which relies heavily on Soviet oil assitance -- needed experienced computer

professionals for its CERI research center, it turned to ... Britain, to recruit
* expatriates with a big advertising campaignl : : :

Geg
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AL-JAMHURRIYYAH, Beirut
25 April 1971

SOVIET OILMEN RIDE THE ARABS' COAT-TAILS ... TO STEAL;ARAB MARKETS!

(By Our Own Correspondent
CPYRGHT 4 pondent)

PARIS - Recent news dispatches show the Soviet Union -- ¢nce again -- is _
profiting from the Arabs' oil struggle. The facts speak for themselves: quietly,
scarely lifting a finger, Russian oilmen have been able to mamipulate the Arabs'
victorious battle against Western oil companies to their own benefit. Leaving .
aside any political capital to be made, as a oil-producing nation the USSR has
taken this advantage to move deeper into normal markets of Middle Eastern and
North African oil. At the same time, it finds an excuse to increase the selling
price for its oil, although it did nothing to confront the West on this issue, as
the Arabs did at some considerable risk. ' -

. L 2

The truth is that while the Gulf oil states were locked in crucial negotiations
with the Western fimms and while they were having trouble placing their own
0il due to the continued closing of the Suez Canal, and while Libya and Algeria
on policy grounds were limiting export shipments, Moscow's o0il salesmen have
been busy. Here is a factual resume of their recent unpublicized dealings:

France: Russia has just offered the Pompidou government a 48% increase in
crude oil-supplies under the 1971 bilateral trade agreement, or 80,000 barrels-
per-day: compared with :54,000 barrels daily last year. Refined products (mazout,
heating oil, etc.) shipments will rise by 23% at Russian insistance, despite the
reluctance of the French petroleum industry. .- o .

Ttaly: Russia is slated to sell more oil this year to ENI than the Italian
state oil agency is taking from its near neighbor Libya or the usual Arabian
Gulf suppliers-'to Europe. The Soviet Unioh in fact disposes of more oil to Italy
than to any Othetr country in the world, including the East Bloc. Here are the
statistics of ENI consigmnments: USSR 4.6 million metric tons; Libya 4.4 million;
Kuwait 1.2 million; Saudi Arabia 1.0 million; and Iraq 0.7 million. .

Britain: For the first time since the 1967 war (1) the Soviets since February
have been shipping crude oil td the U.K. The first license covers, 150,000 tons,
with the British Trade Ministry saying further permits are "not ruled out."”
‘Experts saw an obvious explanation of the British side's reaction: a desire to
show the OPEC members they could get some 0il elsewhere than from the Arabs,
if necessary. The Soviets apparently were willing to abet this "ploy" despite
their profession of '"solidarity' with the Arab. cause. , '

Not all Arabs, of course, are blind to Soviet methods. At the last Arab
League Petroleum Congress, the Director General of Technical Affairs in the 0il
Ministry of revolutionary Libya, Abdelhai M. Ben Omran, ,warned the 600 delegates
.| gathered in Kuwait about Moscow's role as a natural competitor. Before Russia
].embarks on any more so-called "oil aid" projects with developing countries,

Ben Omran said, Arab oil producing states would like "the Soviet Union to show
the world they are not competing in selling crude oil or gas ...." The Soviet
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delegation, sitting in the hall, did not make any answer..

One case-history the Libyan may have recalled was the-Soyiet manipulation
of the 1967 Arab oil boycott to its own benefit. At a time when many Arab oil
producing states had shut down pumping and the Suez Canal was tlosed, the Soviet
reaction was to. increase many of its oil exports contracts. Total Shipments
scheduled to Italy, for example, jumped from 10.6 million tons¢in 1967, to
11.0 million tons in 1968 under impact of the crisis, before séttling back down
to a more normal 9.3 millions in 1969 when the situation stabilized.

H
Soviet competition however is not' limited t& Europe. IniMorocco, Russia
has managed to displace Morocco's Maghreb neighbor Algeria astthe leading
source of imported oil for this year. A clearing accord pushed through by the
Soviets in Casablanca calls for shipments of 900,000 tons compared with 720,000
tons last year -- a 23% rise. o

e In Ghana, Russia came back strongly to tender the winning bid to supply
four-fifths of the local refinery needs for 1971. This squeezes out Arab oil
producers nearer-byw like Libya which has not exported to Ghana since 1967. The
Soviets took the deal despite defaulting several times on previous years' supply
contracts; putting the Ghanaians in difficulty. o «

Moscow is éble to count other selfish gains from the Arab struggle, not only
by stealing markets but also by raising prices. '

- Newsquencies on 23 February carried a Moscow report quoting the Soviet
‘Foreign Ministry journal that takers of Russian oil will have to face a price
increase. The reason estensibly given was the extra cost of préparing the big
Western Siberia oil deposits for commercial exploitation. But this program was
known -- and already published last year and again in the new Five-Year Plan. So
was it just coincidencethat the Soviets deeided ‘to'up their prices just within
days of OPEC's price agreément at Telieran which became effective on 15 February?

The gain for the Soviets may be substdntial if recént negotiations for a
trade agreeméht with Japan.is any index. For example, fuel oil exports delivered
from the Blick Sea to Japan (competing with Arabian Gulf exports directly) would
rise 50% to the:equivalent of $30 per ton, compared with $20 last year. If crude
oil prices also rise to developing countries, besides, Ghana and Morocco,
there'll be others hard hit: Egypt, which takes over 1-million tons from the
USSR, India, Turkey, Syria, ‘etc. S

But oil experts know it is nothing new for the Soviets to draw the
maximum profit: last year, when Libya rapped the Western oil companies with a
half-million barrels daily production cutback, the Soviets reversed an earlier
refusal and decided to sell more oil to France's ELF company. . The deal filled
300,000 tons of the Libyan shortfall covering the period July-December, 1970,
thus handily relieving the pressure for one firm, at least. Moscow made a good -
thing financlally, too. After demanding a 30% price increase, just on the eve
of President Pompidou's visit to the USSR they settled for 15% more. That is to
say, while Libya sacrificed a tax revenue of about $1.00 per barrel. to prove its
point, the Soviet Union was putting 20-cents a barrel in its pocket.

.
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30729 May 1971
'RUSSIAN ‘BLUNDERS ‘IMPLICIT IN NEW FIVE-YFAR PLAN ON PETROLEUM;
o T SOVIET Y T MIDDLE EAST OIL "AS TEMPORARY STOPGA
- CPYRGHT )

LONDON - Reading between the lines of the new Soviet FiverYear Plan,
those who understand such matters say it displays tacit evidence of past blunders
and technological backwardness which remains to be rectified in one of Russia's
most important industries, that of petroleum. This is the true explanation of
the statistically+impressive advances programmed for the USSR'$ oil sector under
the new five year plan laid before the recent 24th Congress of PCUS.

" Output of crude oil is tabulated to rise from 353 million tons last year to
-|about 490 million tons in 1975. This is a creditable figure on paper, but it
overlooks the awkward fact that the pace of Soviet petroleum production has been
slowing and now lags behind the world growth rate. The USSR's 1970 output was

% over the 1969 tokal of 328 million tons, whereas for comparison the world
growth rate, as amnounced by British Petroleum (in April), was 9.6% for the same
period. ' : :

~ Current and future targets in the:Soviet Union tend to be relatively more
impressive due to|previous mistakes, obsolete techniques, and shortfalls often
revealed in Soviet publications themselves. Putting it plainly, they have
further. to catch up compared with the other industrialized countries. Even a
layman can realize that for the new five-fear plan to project an 'increase in
labor, productivity of -50%'"" in the oil refinery sector, for instance, there must
be wide dificiencies to be made up.

That such-defects exist plentifully is well-kiown among Western oil specialists,
and is becoming increasingly born home ‘upon foreign recipients of the USSR's
technical aid in petroleum technology among the developing countries. Algeria,
which soon will“have almost 20 Russian oil'drilling rigs, discovered much of the
Soviet equipmerit to be 15-20 years behind similar Western machinery and had to order
four American rigs for deep drilling work. Iran has not been overly impressed
by Russian supplies received in barter for their deals. Egypt has a long’list
of woes, too, from its exhaustive experience of Soviet "assistance,' adding up-
to delays and equipment complaints on their project to find oil at Siwa Oasis
in the Western desert, althdugh Western companies have located oil not far away.

Despite such bad experiences, the recipients tend to keep quiet, first from
wounded pride, but also because Soviet assistance gives them a political
alternative to relying on the West. Some .countries not yet fully tied to Soviet
0il aid may nevertheless be thinking twice before choosing to limit themselves
to such a choice. India, for instance, after over a decade of experience with
Russia oil techniques, just called in the Japanese after Soviet offshore drilling
equipment and crews showed up as flagrantly inadequate in the Gulf of Cambay drilling.

‘Rectification of the deep internal problems of the ‘Soviet oil industry as well
as the time required for discovery and development of oil resources in its remoter
areas, helps explain the new direct commmnist interest in Middle East and North
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This need might rise to 100 million tons yearly in 1980, if the USSR is to

keep Eastern Europe supplied and maintain shipments abroad to, earn hard currency.
But the Soviet Union, is reluctant to depend longterm on outside sources. Policy
dictates self-sufficiency. Thus any massively increased impoyts are likely to

be stopgap nature, for a few years only, and nothing on which:‘the Middle Eastern
and Arab states would want to build their economics. <

Doubtless some shining examples of Soviet technology will be displayed to
impress visitors at this June's World Petroleum Congress in Moscow. But a
step-by-step examination of the various stages of hydrocarbon; production cited
in the five-year plan -- as matched against known existing facts -- frequently
tells a disappointing story, as the following examples illustyate:

The five-year plan calls for "improvement in the technological basis' of
the o0il and gas industries. It does not say that the first essential, geophysical
exploration (without which no o0il field can be found) is notoriously backward. The
result is a tendency to, locate only the big, more obvious oil ferous sites, but
then there is trouble in pin-pointing exact locations to drill, which is critically
important since ansgerror of a few meters may spell failure. Seismographic data-
gathering is 7-10 years behind the USA and the West, while in computers required
to process precise information there is at least a four-fold shortfall.

Drilling is another essential element in petroleum exploration. Here
the Soviet plan calls for a 15-20% efficiency increase and reduction in costs.
~ What this masks is an over-reliance on turbodrilling for three-fourths of all
operations, whereas this process is not suited for deep drilling required for
a more advanced oil search inside the Soviet Union as well as in foreign lands
receiving Soviet assistance. Soviet deep-drilling capability also is limited by
a shortage of high-quality drill pipe, drilling bits, pumps and other items.
Burdened with such handicaps, Soviet drillers require nine months to drill a hole
which Western.crews could sink in a month. .. (We make no mention here of the
known lack of larger-size pine for pipeline transport, which Italy and West
Germany is supplying.)

Consider this rare frank criticism of a commmist party economist quoted
in Kuz Kemmmist Ukrainy of Kiev, in a well-established petroleum producing
region. 'Year after year the plan for the deep prospective drillihg in the
Ukraine is not fulfilled. The main reasons for this? High frequency of accidents,
‘prolonged stoppage, inferior'quality of material and technical previsions, and
shortage of qualified workers and engineering and technical cadres ...."

Concerning offshore drilling, now an important element in the West, Russia
will be virtually a non-starter in the 1970's, due to its reliance on low-efficiency,
slow-to-build fixed drilling platforms.  Currently the USSR has just three
mobile drilling rigs and this will rise to only 13 units of modest capacity by
1980, according to experts, -unless Moscow obtains advanced equipment and know
how outside. . ‘ ' o

On the land, in some regions such as the Urals-Volga 0il fields, extraction
at excessive rates has been the result of constant urging for engineers to
maximize short-run achievements. Such tactics boost statistics, but excessive
production has reduced the ultimate amount of oil that can be recovered by about
one-third. Faulty use of water-injection into the productive layers, to force
out the oil has isolated and rendered unrecoverable sizable pockets of oil. Then
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an oil-bearing zone high in paraffin wax content. The oil solidified and produ
was lost. . :

large-scale burning off of natural gas found in associatipn with oil,
instead of pumping it back into the oil fields to maintain pregsure, has boen
another Soviet characteristic in recent years -- at the same time as the Arab
0il producing states have been tightening up on such wastage of resources. Now,
tardily, the Soviet five-year plan calls for utilizing of "four-fifths of gas
associated with oil." o

. Labor productivity in the oil fields is to be increased by 40%, a virtual
- admission of what must surely have beeh signal inefficiency, while as we said,
- worker productivity in refineries is to rise by a huge 50%. Indication of the
poor situation is substantiated by V.S. Federev, USSR Minister of 0il Refineries
and. Petrochemical Industry, who disclosed that employment in-existing refineries

was reduced by almost 5,000 workers during recent years.

The five-year plan similarly calls for a 50% increase in refinery output

" during 1971-75. The quality of oil products is to be improved, while there

will be higher yields of high-octane petrol and other items now in short supply.

What is not stated is the fact that expansion of existing refineries and construction

of new ones has consistently fallen short of plans. Soviet refinery technique,
“ as well as that of Eastern Furope to a lesser extent, ''trails free-world standards
to an embarrassing degree," states the authoritative industry publication, Oil &
Gas Journal. Capitalist France has been the biggest foreign supplier of refinery
equipment to the USSR, elbowing aside East Germany, Czechoslovakia and Rumania,
which formerly held the lead in deliveries to Russia. One trouble of Russian
operations in refineries, as elsewhere, has been excessive centralization and
bureaucracy. . A classic case is that of the major refinery at Greznmy, which was
exposed in Moscow's Izvestia newspaper: the refinery has been engaged ''for
years," according to the paper, in re-processing its crude 0il in order to overfulfill
its cuota and pledse it Moscow masters. ' = et et
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NEL NUOVO QUINQUENNIO
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1. Come abbliamo gid avuto occasio-
e di ritevare, it petrolio é I'unica
“\produzione di base che nell'URSS
abbia raggiunto il ‘traguardo 1970
-|stabilito  dall’ottavo piano quin-
- |quennale, toccando la cifra di 353
“|milioni di tonnellate, Dai rispettivi
traguardi sono finfatti rimasti pitr o

. |metano, it carbone, a2 gh/sa lac-
ciaio e il cemento.,

mente dal XXIV congresso del
Pcus, prevede che la pepduzione del
petrolio salga nef 1975 a 480-500
vilioni di tonnellate. Ma per una
serie di considerazioni gli esperti
. Joccidentali dubitano.  fortemente
che questo obiettivo, indubbiamente
grandioso, possa considerarsf realisti-.
co. A parte 'un dsto abbastanza
Ef'gnificativo, e cioé che la produzio-

e oi petrolio dal 1969 al 1970 &
umentdta nell’lURSS dell'8 per
“-fento contro. il 9,6 per cénto che.
“Yappresenta (secondo un rapporto

. Velta British Petroleum dell‘aprila. .

_Feorso) Vincremento mandiaje nello
Ktessu periodo, viene infatti ncora’a-
fo- che le attrezzature petfolifere
- Povietiche lasciano molto a deside-
fare sia sul” p/ana della quantita
“Yeome denun(:/a anche’ 'ultimo .

v gonsuntivo econom/co} che sir qual- .

0 della qualita.
| Anche gii “assistenti . del Terzo
“{nondo se ne sono accorti. L 'Alger/a\

mpianti di .trivellazione (circa un
.efentina}l che le. sono stati forniti
Yall’lURSS e recentemente’ si &
ivolta agli Stati Uniti per quattro

i fono lamentati I'lran e I'Egitto:
" guest'ultimo, in particolare, per il

biwa, nélla -parte . ovest del suo
jeserto, non fontano da glacfmant(
§ia scoperti da compagme occiden--
ali. Nell'intento i tenersi apertd
‘§n‘alternativd  qoesti paest non

pirm - .

" Yetica nel settore; altri Invece si
o0 rlvoltl a/ G‘fappone, cu/ l'india,

“\meno distariti energia elettrica, il -

! nono plano, approvato recents-. .

ha trovato. arretrati di 15-20 anni gii *

mpianti adatti alle trivellazioni in |
- profondits. Per ragioni analoghe si ..

itardo delle ricerche nell'ossi di

panno  rinunclato all’assistenza . soi. .

“e tecnici per le trivellazioni “atto-
. marine nel golfa di Cambay.
- Nel giugno prossimo si terrd a

Masca il Congresso internazionale -

del petrolio e ¢é da aspettarsi. che
in quall’occesione! i sovietici faran-
no il possibile per mantencre alto il
proprio  prestigio. Non si pud
tuttavie dimenticare che il-.toro
successo speciﬁco nel quinguennio -

. trascorso @& drpcso essenzialmente .

- a un supersiruttarmento del g/acl-

. menti dagli Urali e del Volga, e cui

‘riserve .sono gid state ridotte di un
terzo. Le ricerche in ‘altre zone
procedona  infatti lentamente a
causa dell’arretratezza che caratte-

" ‘rizza i sismogrdfi.(simili a quelliche”
venivano ultilizzati megli USA e in

altri paesi.occldentali X10 anni or
sono} e della scarsita def Eslcolatori
elettronici, arich’essi di tipo ormai

- entiquato, df cui _dispongono. i

sovigtici, , ]
Sul “Kommunist Ukrair :" poco_,
1 'fa, veniva citato il franco parere di

p/ana per le mvel/az;on/ profonde
_in Ucra/ha non' " viené "Fispettato,
Quali

Un economista; “Di anno inanno il

sorto  le ragioni? L ‘afta’,

frequenza degli incidenti, le lunghe -

interruzioni' dei” lavori,

qualita del.materiali o dell> attrez.

‘.2atige, la mancanza di opersi- e’
. tecnici qualificati..” E* vero, infat-

PO

L H, che le trlve//azmm in profonditd :
“sono ‘ostacolste nell’'URSS dal-

I.rnadeguatez<a def tubi, delle punte
e trlve/latnm

-dicenda: tanto ‘che una perfo-

" razione sovietice richiede in media -
hove mesf contro un solo mese ;.
impiegato da//e compagme ocma’en- .

tali.
Da questa sltuaz:one denvano

del gas che esce Insieme con
. petrolio viene dfsperso o bruclato -
invece di essere ripompato  nel

delle pompe @ wvigi*®

/drgagnente app/rcate a/trove ma_
/ab:gttfvo per if moimento resta .

ancqrd molto. lontano. Nei giaci-

meny sovietici é Iargamente diffuso .

il sistema dellimmissione di acqua,
che, se é un modo per ricostruire fa
pressione, provoca !‘fsolamento e
Vinutilizzabilita di rilevanti sacche .
di petrolio. Quando nun accade di..,
peggio: come, ad esempio, nel '
Kazakhstan, dove Yimmissione di,_
acqua marina in un giacimonto che
aveva un alto contenuto di paraffi-
na ha determinato Ia solidificazione

.del prodotto e qumd/ l'impossibilita

D di estrarfo.

la cattivd - -

g/a::/ment/ per mantenere la pres---

sione necessaria e per essere' infink 7

“sfruttato come prezfosa fonte df
energia. Il nuovo piano prevede che
sl arrivi ad -utilizzarne Il grosso
(precrsamente i quattro quintij,
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Un “gap”
occidentale nel campo delle trivella- .
zioni sottomarine, fa cui Importan-
za ste aumentando di continuo.
Nell'URSS esistono sttualmente so-.

" ancora piy grande .
divide la tecnica sovietica da quella |

s

lo tre piattaforme da impflegarsi ;

ne//e prospezioni e nelle estrazioni
‘offshore” e la previsione & che.

'salgano & tredici. (un numero pur’

sgmpre esiguo) nel 1980. GIi espertt
esc/udona inoltre che esse, sia pure

tra un decennio, possano risultare’ )

veramente efficienti, ¢ meno che i,
sovietici non facciano ricorso al

-Know-how de/ "omp/em petrolfferl .

stranferi, .

Tutto questo contribuisce sen-.

zaltro a ‘ splegare il crescente
interesse del Cremlino per i paesi.

di tonnellste di grezzo Ianno se-

-vorrd contitutare a rifornire di -
.. betrolio l'area dell’'Europa or/enta/e :
@ procurarsi valuta pregiata venden-
. do il prodotto raffinato su altr/

-irrazionalitd e sprechi, Gran parte: " ' -

mercatl.
Anche, [a mff.’.,azinne, /n oanl

" caso, dov,ebbe compiere sostanz:ali
progreSS/ per tenere I'URSS al passo _

con i tempi, In particolare occorre,-
come hanno riconosciuto gli stess/
pianificatori, che si produca benz/-
na con maggior numero oi ottani e
che sl allarghi la gamma, ancora

’ msoddrsfacenta, degli altri prodotii

- ls

del Medio Oriente e dell’Africa
-~settentrionale, dai quali I'URSS, si ES
-calcols, dovra importare attorno al.”.
- 1980 non meno di 100 mila milioni
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MARCH OF THE NATION, Bombay

13 March 1971
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platform buiit at approximatgly 3
have to be written off as, being a fixed o
.o taken eisewhere)” - St

_ MARCH Special .~ 7. a5 s
NEW DELHI: “Indin’s first oil well ofi-sliore has
failed. No oil has been found... it is feared that the
Alizbet structure migkt have to be wrilten ofi... the
s 1.5 creres will now
ne, it cannot

“ e

LR,

“This obituary on India’

IC. 15 ISt _possiDle they mign

ill-fat- technological accomplishments. N b :
ed and  completely stupid ‘dab- But when the project flops — «ha‘\{e sug;:_edcd if. the Russian

assigned to the profect

bling in ofi-shore oil wells at Alta-,
bet, in the Guli of Cambay, ‘is
frora the Statesman.
MARCH of the NATION is de-
lichiced to say “\We told you so,”.
brcause this paper had declared
frou, whe very -start that the ven-
ture would be.a total fasco and
i Albet Was mercly another
linn . toe long chuin of Soviet
swiraies Ut anciudes steel pro-
| jeci,. drug plants and  wagon
deais. e :
“*1t is-amusing to find the States-
man reporting, that “the glatform
was ~ built entirely . in qu\,a,
though the Soviet Unioh provided
some technical assistance,” greal-.
ing the impression that ‘Indid is
mainly responsible for the .A.l:.:_}-
bet bungle and that Moscow's’
share is marginals - .. o
' The truth- {5 quite differenl, On
January 24, 1870 MARCH of the
NATION quoted Dr Triguna Sen,
Union . Minister’ for Petroleum,’
.Chemicals, Mines and Metuls, as
saying: “The first ofi-shore well

s poing t “dri Aliae’
is going to be drilled at the Al
bcéz structure by,_,-\i'arch 31, 1970
The Soviet Union is rendering
belp in this project by superyi-
.sfom, platform installation and
deilling??- -0~ Od sl :
: This is surely a g0 eal maye
th.:aIr.xnf“same technical nssistance”!
"BEST OF BOTH- WORLDS -
Pretty obviously the Russians
_always. get the bgst of \?qth
worlds. When a project is given
to them they fnsist on total con-
&outsiders .
‘bubble of their

v

muich-vaunted

gt

WOy CODLY DaCh OUL ulld Claliin

they were merely helping out on.

the fringes!

Dr Triguna Sen was, of.course,
suffering from ‘the usual socialist

hallucinations in expecting, results
from this Indo-Soviet partnership,
for Aliabet, as MARCH vointed
out, was NOT an “off-shore” in.
stallation at all, and the Soviets,
in any case, lacked the requisite
“technolbgy for off-shore drilling
*as it is defined
rest of the world, being some six
or seven years behind the time.
MARCH said . it then, apd
MARCH rubs it in today, that all
the Soviet Union wanted to do

* . by grabbing the Aliabet contract,

was to improve its primitive oil |

-

technology at India’s cost.
FOOLS _NEVER LEARN

"Even after this paner blew D
{Triguna  Sen's wishful
sky-higii, the Indian Government

persisted in carrying on with this

disastrous venture. )

In fact the socialists. were so’
annoyed ‘at the MARCH exposure
that they insisted on bhurrying the
programme through, even when
it meant endungering the lives of
the workers, - -

“- This behaviour was also expos-
ed by MARCH 'of the NATION
~- but a fat lot of goed that did;
.the. Oil, Ministry kept on piling on
the pressure and the poor woik-
men had to try as best they could
.to, deliver the goods |

¢ ' Finally ‘the Socialist - Quecn,

b v

ass bands and - bunting

thtoughout. the

thinking

B AsRrovedtd ﬁ’éleasé%ﬁ‘afé&b&ﬁ%ii GIARER79-0119

‘ ﬁot ready,

were half-way competent. In fact
‘they were so thoroughly inept at
their jobs that they were not even
‘able to pget the drilling rig in the
correct location except after seve.
ral attempts. ° S RS

Unfortunately, .with = Minister
Triguna Sen having already given
out - firm deadlines, the poor
ONGC personnel had to do what
:pey could ta salvage his reputa-
iom D b

RN - ‘. g b
Finally they.did manage to set
tp the fixed diiiling platform and
with brass  bangs,
unting and the rest, to welcome
Socialist
herself. - . .
We quote’ froni MARCH of the
NATION, May 9, 1970: . “She
pressed the button or cut the rib-
bpn or whatever it was, and the
drilling’ rig, supposed to be yet
another monument to Indo-Soviet
co-o;a_qrat;‘on, ‘went into action.
*“For' twenty rninutes ° or'so
cycrythinﬁ (went . according to
plan, end Mrs Gandhi, her plea-
sant duty done," rctired ‘from the

s¢ene.

“Possibly  the lady does no
know it cten today, but the un
pleasant  truth is that twenity
minutes after dvilling commenc
ed, the machine broke dow:
whea it was supposed ta have
gone on more or less indefinitel
till it struck oil.” o

Queen Indiga Gandhi

-The . fantastic parf .- of it wa
that theres was no oil at Aliabet
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ploration in the shallow water One can understand a bunch of
of Aliabet was undetaken in the novices stumbling into disasters
belief that ad-bcnnn‘z sands ir but Mrs Cundhi and hag. crr
the Ankleshwar  oilfeld aret have engincered one catistrond
. would stretch up to the- coast aftee another cven  after Techno]
B.ut khgm hu.ycm no trace o “logists have given them sgmnid
ol bearing sanqat Aliabet. - warning and the press had ‘pubiil
"“According 1o .. authoritative cised the warnings to. lb; enting
sources, ONGC, - which farcc nation, - BRI [ T
some initial setbacks at Aliabet. . ) ’ oo
completed one well going to ¢ ‘ S . ’
depth .of about L700 metres : , ;
This well has proved drys o . & . : §

“ONGC is understood to be !
carrying out further tests and i . ‘
these confirm the absence of oil-
bearing sands, no further drilling
v ~will be undertaken at Aljabet.”

COSTLY HOBBY-HORSE

Millions of rupees have disap- :

¢ . peared in the waters of the Gulf . ]
of Cambay. Countless lives have :

.been endan ercd.  The halting.
advancing og'\he nation has re.
ceived a further severe sethack. .
And for what? Simply in order
“to allow the ' Prime Minister and
ber Fabian friends the luxury of
Francinp; around on their Socias : ' _ i
ist hobby-horses. : : : '

Long before ‘Aliabet was given
‘ to the Russians, an ~American
L «| - fm, Tenneco, had come fomvard
A | . With an offer which entailed no s
| 7 risk whatever for India. _ " R
Tenneco had offered to under- ‘
write the whole cost of oi] expio- o Co - IR
ration at Aliabet. Indid would nes o »
ave .lo pay a single . penny i BRI S (A R R
oil was not found..  If oil was
found, Indiawould-retain a byix :
of the discoveries gnd give only e e s
a small- proportion to Tenneco, Y0 AR o T
market, at an agreed price.
PECPLE FORK QUT ‘
Anybody with a- gratn of com. . : C *
monsense would have dreferzed - :
this “no_risk” sffer. to; the. absira .
. .dity of the Russian proposal, un. ' |
der’ which” India had.to bear the
. fult cost -of, the: -exploratibe +dnd,,
risk being crores of rpees in the':
red if oil was not discovered.

'
The  money Mrs  Gandhi Las:
wasted on Aliabet is not her pri-
vate patrimony, It is money that . .
belongs to the people of Indig. j . ,
A few daws ago Mrs., Indira | ’ .
Gandbi plaintively rold an - elec. f ' A '
tien gathering it in futere she |

-

would try und oo that some of | -

the Public Secctor's drawbacks ¢

Were  rectiffied. MARCH  of the | S
NATION submits that Mrs Gan.. R
dhi and her sacialist friends .

can- hardly be taken seriouslv . '
when they do not have to shell
out . a single ' paisa when their
erazy socialist schemes come une

stuck. i W . - _ \ 00080001-5
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SHORT SUBJECTS

A MOSCOW SING-ALONG. A visiting performer who was mysteriously
advertised on Moscow billboards last month as '"Dzhon Uilyam, Singer
From France," turned out to be:rthe popular Ivory Coast singer of
spirituals, John William, temporarily a resident of Paris. In
contracting for him to appear, the state impresarios from
goskontsert evidently got more than they had bargained for. Word
from Abidjan is that William's concerts were virtually sold out.

His repertoire consisted mostly of American spirituals and folk
songs sung in French and English. Ilis fine, strong voice carried
his enthusiastic audiences right along with him in either language.
William's success at getting audiences to sing along with him will
probably not soon be forgotten at the Teatr Estrady where he
appeared. Memorable to-all are the capacity audiences of Muscovites
clapping and chanting with William in honor of 'Jesus, My Saviouri"

* % % % ®

AUGUST 1914. Last month, there was published in the West a
new 1iterary work that has already been hailed as possibly
Russia's greatest novel of the 20th Century -- Nobel Prize winner
Alexander Solzhenitsyn's August 1914: Part One. It is the concensus
of the early readers of this 573-page novel, the first of an epic
series detailing the history of the Russian revolution, that
Solzhenitsyn's work will preserve for future generations the climate
of upheaval of recent Russian history with the same finality that
Tolstoy depicted the Napoleonic wars. Attached are reprints of
reviews and commentary on the work as well as a translation of
Solzhenitsyn's postscript, published in the New York Times as
"An Author's Appeal." All merit wide replay, with emphasis on
the theme that as far as the Soviet leadership is concerned, the
real challenge of this new literary work (as noted in the attached
Anatole Shub review) lies in its 'blindingly superior quality and
the contrast offered by Solzhenitsyn's excellence, originality
and broadness of spirt to the malignant meanness of the political
and cultural dwarfs who rule Soviet life."

% kK k% %
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~ CASTRO AND CUBA'S INTELLECTUALS: END OF PEACEFUL CO-EXISTENCE.
In continuing propaganda on the Padilla affair, an exploitable but
generally little-noted aspect is that this is not the first
instance of conflict between Cuban intellectuals and Castro, but it
is the first time that Castro has retaliated so severely in order
to stifle intellectual dissent. The following review of some previous
incidents, in which the Castro regime either backed down from its
position, or at least took no retaliatory action, underscores the re-
cent, sinister trend toward Sovietization which the Cuban regime
has taken. _Further, it can lead to speculation that not only does
it indicate that the Soviets may be calling the tune more directly
in Cuba these days, but that the political climate has become
uncertain enough that Castro feels he must suppress dissent at home
even if it costs the support of many eminent, formerly pro-Cuban
intellectuals abroad. Protests from Cuban intellectuals go back
as far as 1961, when Blas Roca, head of the pre-Castro Communist
Party, tried to impose controls on the intellectual community.
Castro then intervened, claiming that "...artists and intellectuals
who are not genuine revolutionaries [should be able to] find within
the Revolution a place to work and create." Two years later, in
1963, Roca tried again, but failed, to introduce controls by
publicly censuring controversial foreign films. In his 1965
interview with U.S. journalist Lee Lockwood, Castro frankly
acknowledged that minimal criticism was tolerated in Cuba, and that
works by counterrevolutionary authors would not be published. But
he cited economic limitations as the reason for the latter, indicating
that textbooks, reference works and politically acceptable books
had priority. Also in 1965, when special work units were set up as
part of the Armed Forces Ministry and anyone -- ranging from criminals
to clergymen -- outside the normal Iabor market was likely to be
recruited, a few intellectuals got caught in the roundup of potential
laborers. When the intellectual comnunity vehemently protested,

Castro ordered the release of those recruited, reportedly with apologies.

Although Castro has never backed down from his decree abolishing the
copyright, again when Cuban writers and artists protested, they were
not punished for their stand. Finally, even after Padilla's poetry
was awarded the Artists and Writers Union Prize in 1968, despite
heavy official pressure against it, it did get published, although
it carried a note that it lacked "revolutionary content.'" When
Padilla was unable later to find work, it was Casiro himself who
allegedly interceded to permit Padilla to work at Havana University.

EE I
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TITO'S RIGHT-HAND MAN REMEMBERS. Two volumes of memoirs entitled
Revolution on the Move written by one of Tito's closest associates
and once Yugosiavia's top Party leader (now in retirement),
Svetozar Vukmanovic- Tempo, were published in Yugoslavia carlier this
year. Extracts from the memoirs have appeared sporadically in
Belgrade's daily Politika. As a first-hand witness to the crcation
of modern Yugoslavia, Vukmanovic-Tempo gives a frank account of how
and why Tito reached his decision to resist with arms any Sovict
invasion of Yugoslav1a in the late 1970's and he reveals neow dotails
concerning Tito's resistance to Moscow in the ycars following 1°48.
As one commentator noted: 'When reading installments of the momoirs
written by Vukmanovic-Tempo ...one camnot but conclude that verv
little has changed in Soviet tactlus vis-a-vis other Commmist
states over the past 23 years." Carl Gustaf “trochm. notcd journalist
and Soviet affairs expert, wrote in Ctuttgart's Ducischoe ,b1bqu
that Vukmanovic's "account of relations with tho USER and of meetings
with Khrushchev and Mikoyan are unprecedented in the history of
modern Communism.' Attached are reprints of the Stroehm article
and some excerpts from the memoirs, translations of vhich were
published in the June issue of Atlas magazinc.

% % X %

TREADING ON 1GG SHELLS. Shortly before Last Germany's Highth

Party Congress got under way in mid-June, the man who symbolized
East Germany for a quarter century steﬂped.down to make way for his
replacement as Communist Party chief by Erich ilonecker. The new
Farty chief ran a smoothly staged operstjon; in his six-hour speech
he mentioned the Soviet Union no fewer than L5 timos. As with the
three Party conclaves (those held by the USSR, Bulearia, and Czecho-
slovakia) that preceded it, the East German congress produced not
a single surprise. Just as Brezhnev's and Honecker's personalities
appear similar --- colorless but evidently in command of the situation
--- so the tenor of the congress was consistent with the current
Soviet line of relative moderation combined with fivmness. And it
has been just to ensure propagation of that linc that Leonid Brezhnev
has concentrated his efforts for the past few moltnq, keeping him-
self.at stage cehter as curtains went v» and down in Moscow, Sofia,
Prague and Pankow to give the outside world brief glimpses of Party
a3mo~y, normalcy, and self-assurance. Never mind that just off-
ctage lurked such anxiety-making bogeys as the pessible contagiousness
of the Polish riots, the big question of just how normalized relations
with Czechoslovakia are, and the ever widening ripples of discontent
within the international Communist movement. iow Mr. Drezhnev
managed all this is taken up again in "Czechoslovakia: The Soviet
Protectorate' in this issuc.

L I
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SEX ORGY LEADS TO ASYIUM. The Soviet practice of silencing
political dissenters by sending them to insane asylums is spreading
in the Soviet Bloc. A recent case in ungary illustrates the
chain-reaction effects this abuse of science can have on the medical
profession, and how quickly a technique for political oppression can
be adapted to individual crime. The !ungarian victim was a nurse,
Mrs. Ferenc Holecz, whose only ''crime' was to refuse an invitation
to join a sex orgy ring opcrating in Tudapest and run by two
physicians, Dr. Vimos Scheda and Dr. Susanna Marko. Always in
need of pretty girls to participate in their groups, the doctors
had noticed the attractive nurse and asked her <o join. WWhen she
refused, the two had Mrs. folecz committed to their lospital's
psychiatric ward and then arrasged for her transfor to a limatic
asylum for incarceration in a maxima sccurity scction with
dangerous psychotics. Fortunately Mrs. Holecz convinced the asylum
physicians of her sanity and was réleased. Immediateély she went to
the police, and charges were Srought against Drs. Scheda and Marko.

Both were conwicted ard sentenced to 14 months in jail for fraudulently

committing & sane person to an insane asylum, somcthing the Soviets
have been del.g with increasing frequency for the past few years
for political purposes.
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‘An Author’s Appeal

By ALEKSANDR 1. SOLZHENITSYN ;
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my own country all collections of ma-

e published in our natlve land except

cript] because of censorship objec-
ions unintelligible to normal human
ason and which, in additlon, demand
hat the word God be unfailingly writ-
n without a capital letter. To this:

etters is the cheapest kind of atheistic

ttiness. Both believers and unbeliev-
rs must dgree that when the Regional
rocurement Administration is written'
ith - capital “letters or K.G.B. or
A.G.S. (the secret police or city reg-
stration bureau) are written fn all
ps then: we might at least employ
ne capita} letter to designate the high.
st Creative Force in the Universe. Not

Yinderstanding of the people of 1914
‘the word “god” in small letters grates

" pn the ears and is historically false.

The general design revealed in this

n 1936 when I was finishing high
chool. Up to the: present time I have’
ever deviated from it, viewing this

 have been diverted to other hooks
nly by the peculiarities of my career
nd richnéss of contemporary impres-
ions. S

I have continued to prepare myself

te. My own life and eréatiye imagina-
#lon are not sufficient for this 20-year
ar- work, and contemporary wits
‘gesses of these events have almost all
dqied, those who could correct me, who
pould enrich tny.work and advise me
Qi that which has not been written
wi afd has not been preserved. In

This book cannot at the present time -

n Samizdat [privately circulated type- -

ndignity I cannot stoop. o
-'The directive to write God in small”

o add that on the lips and in the’
‘1 irst part [of the .novel] came to me

-85 the chief artistic design of my life. -

d gather material solely for this one. -
urpose. And already it is almost too "

Ter .

me.

‘either concentrdte for the most part on
our more recent history or slip over
the rest superficially. And there. is
even less hope that it can be written
by those younger than myself or that
;-n the future it will be possible to
re-create these years when even for
my generation this is virtually impos-
sible. So I must carry on.

The first segment of my work I am’
now publishing for Russian readers
abroad with a simultaneous plea for
criticism, corrections and supplements,’
especially with regard to historical per-
sonages on whom I have little material:_
on Generals A. D. Nechvolodov, Martos,’
Krymov, Posmovsky, Filimonov, Ar-
tamonov, V. 1. Gurko, Savitsky; Colo-
nels Kabanov, Pervushin, Kakhovsky,
Isaev, Khristinich; Lieutenant:Colonel
Sukhachevsky, - the Cossack. Captain:
Vedernikov, and Staff Captain Sem-
echkin, s

.-, Lwould be grateful for anmy: unpuh-

lished materials relating to subsequent
years but strictly with respect to the
following places: Petrograd, Moscow,
Tambov, - Rostov-bn-Don, Novocher-
kassk, Kislovodsk-Pyatigorsk, All the
remaining places not embraced in my
design long ago have been put: away
in books and files. - C
T am hopeful that .the publishers
may take upon themselves the work:
of collecting for me any matetials that
are sent in. . .
Aleksandr I. Solzhenitsyn, Russia’s No-.
bel Prize-winning author, made public'
the above appeal in connection with
the publication in Paris in the Russian’
language of his ‘new .novel, “August
1914, first in a projected triology,

f
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From Solzhenitsyn’s August 1914

cPYRGHTA Soldier's;Decth:

Denied the right to publish his pow-
erful new work in the Soviet Union,
Russian Novelist Alexander Solzheni-
tsyn allowed it to be issued in Paris
two weeks ago (TIME, June 21). Al-
ready August 1914 has been acclaimed
by its early readers for its epic sweep,
for the: religious themes that echo
through it and for its superb battle
scenes: some, in fact, have called it Sol-
zhenitsyn’s War and Peace.

-All 6f Solzhenitsyn’s major novels are
concerned with the behavior of men;
in extremis: be it in prison, in a cancer

ward or, as in this case, at the battle

front. The author describes the new -
work, the first volume of a projected tril-

ogy, as “the main task of *my life,”

and notes with regret in an afterword:
*“Now that I am on my way to the goal,
1 am afraid it is too late. I may not have '
time and creative imagination left for;

this 20-year work.” Solzhenitsyn focuses!.
on eleven days during the Czarist army’s |

disastrous East Prussian campaign. He)

sces this period as the turning point|
of modern Russjan history; leading to =
revolution and-the birth of the Bolshevik.:
regime. Although it occurs more than
100 pages before the panoramic novel's

end, the excerpt that follows is the dra- ~

matic climax. : o

It takes place on- the nigh ~of:
. Aug. 29, 1914, after the rout of the Rus--

% ans at Tannenberg. The Russian com-.
mander, General Alexander Samsonov
(an actual historical ' “figure), walks

through the dense Pfussian forests with,

the remnants of his staff. “He had only

wanted what “was good,” writes Sol-
" thought it would be dangerous to stray

zhenitsyn, “but it all turped-out ex-

tremely badly.” This is one of the nov-:

elist’s principal themes—-that good in-
tentions are not enough to make the
world a better place.

As his fellow officers prepare for their
capture, by -buryir~ their documents and
insignia to conceal their high rank, Sam-
sonov at first resists. Finally, apathetical-
Iy, he allows one of his comrades to strip
‘him of his own insignia. Suddenly he
feels unencumbered and free—the free-
dom that rises out of total despair. Now
he is anxious only to rid himself of his
entourage and especially his orderly,
Kupchik, who sticks close to him carry-

ing the saddle blanket that belonged to.

the commander’s abandoned horse.
[ ]
T was difficult to walk. His legs were
not used to it, and he was stricken

by shortness of breath. His asthmatic after

ApprovederorRelease

breathing was

this simple, unencumbered movement,
The real test for the body comes when
you lose authority over others, when
your means of transport and protection
are gone, when your general’s epaulets,
which once expressed the essence of

your bcing, have been cast away, and .

your heart cannot keep pace. Your lungs
can no longer take a full breath, as
though they were more than balf
blocked. Your legs are unsteady. Your
pace falters. You stumble on the mossy

ground, and trip on' the fallen brush-

wood. Instead of being pleased to be
making some headway, escaping per-

haps, you are glad only of a halt when _

you can lean against a tree trunk and
catch your breath.

Samsonov felt. ashamed to ask his
men to stop for a rest, but perhaps out
of concern for him they did so every
hour, and sat on the ground. Kupchik
was always there to deftly spread out
the saddle blanket under him. He was
glad to be able to stretch out and rest
his aching legs.

But they could never sit-for long.
The brief bours of night would .soon
slip away and with them, their_last
chance. Toward midnight, the moon low-

ered and was clouded over, together .
could see nothing

" with the stars. The
in the dark as they-stumbled along in sin-
gle file sensing. each other’s presence
only by the crackle of twigs underfoot
and their own heavy breathing. The for-
est trail had got much worse. It was
swampy and sometimes the way was
barred by impenetrable undergrowth or
by dense thickets of young pines. They’

in the direction of Willenburg - where
they could easily run into a German pa-
itrol. They bunched closer together and
kept calling out in low voices. Now
there were no more halts.” Whenever
they came to ditches, Kupchik and a Cos-
sack captain gripped Samsonov by the
arms and pulled him across. - -
What Samsonov found most burden-

some was his body. Only his body. It :
dragged him down into pain, suffering, |

'shame and disgrace. To rid himself of
the disgrace, the pain and the burden,
all he needed to do was to rid himself -
of his body. It would mean passing |
-over to freedom-—something he longed
for—like taking a first really deep breath

. with his congested lungs. Earlier that

n‘igh.t hq had been reduced to 4 mere sac-
rificial idol for his staff officers. Now,

2

like;a pillar of stone that could scarcex
ly be moved any longer.
e hardest thing was to get away*
fromg ' Kupchik, who kept right behind
him; sometimes touching his back or
his arm. But as they skirted a thicket,
Samsonov  tricked his orderly. He
slipped to one side and stood dead still.
The sound of branches crackling and
breaking, and the lumbering tread- of
heavy footsteps faded away."
' [ J

It was quiet everywhere. The whole
‘world was hushed. Armies had ceased
to battle. Only a fresh night breeze
stirred, ruffling the treetops. This forest
was not hostile. It belonged neither to
the Germans nor to the Russians but

ito God, and it gave refuge to all His

creatures.
Leaning against a tree trunk, Sam-

‘sonov stood for a moment and listened

to the sound of the forest. Near by, the
torn pine bark creaked in the wind.

‘And- above it all, just under the sky:

the cleansing sigh of the treetops.
He felt more and more at peace. He

had come to the end of his long sol-

dier’s career, He was abandoning him-

“self to danger and death. Now ready to

die, he had never imagined that it could

be so simple, and such a release.

But the only trouble was that suicide
is held to be a sin.
The hammer of his revolver clicked

.back softly. Samsonov placed it in his

cap, which had fallen to the ground.
He took off his saber and kissed it. He
groped for the locket with his wife’s por-
trait-and kissed it too. He walked a’

few -steps to a _.place where the sky

showed through clearly. It was clouded
over except for one tiny star that van-
ished, then appeared again. Dropping

"to his knees on the warm pine needles,

he prayed with his face lifted to the star
—he ‘did not know which way was
east. First he said the ordinary prayers,
then none at all. He just knelt, looked
at the sky and breathed. Now he groaned
out loud, 'without restraint, like any
other. dying forest creature: “Lord, for-

-give me, if You can, and receive me.

You see: There was nothing else I could
do, there is nothing I can do.”
© 1971, Alexander Solzhenitsyn
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SOVIET UNION:
A New ‘War and Peace’

Tdo nol belicoe that &% is the fask of
literature, with respect to either society
or the individual, to conceal the truth or
tone it down . . . No one can bar the road
to truth, and to advance s cause I am
prepared to dccept even death.

—Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn, 1967

N o one thought for a moment that Alek-
sandr . Solzhenitsyn’s: latest scrape
- with Soviet authorities involved any risk
v death for the Nobel Prize-winning au-
dor. But with the recent publication
abroad of his new book, “August 1914,”
it seemed almost certain that the 52-
year-old novelist was in for a new round
of official vilification and harassment. In
fact, some observers of the Russian scene
went so far as to suggest that "Solzhenit-
syn’s open defiance of Kremlin leaders
(who had banned his bdok in Russia)
could land him back in Soviet labor
camps where he spent eight years dur-
ing the Stalin era. :

Although the 573-page novel ostensi-
bly deals only with a ten:day period in
the early phase of World War I, its tone
struck some experts as unmistakably
anti-revolutionary. The first part of a mul-
tivolume series that Solzhenitsyn himself
described as a twenty-year project, “Au-
gust 1914” portrays the bloody collapse
of the Russian attack on East Prussia at

which paved the way for the Bolshevik
revolution—an event about which the
author apparently has mixed emotions.
A revolution, as one of the heroes of
“August 1914” declares, “does tiot re-
guvenate the country but ruins it for a
ong time. And the bloodier the revolu-
tion is, the longer it goes on, the more
the country pays for it and the closer
[this revolution comes to the title ‘great’.”
It would be a mistake, however, to see
Solzhenitsyn’s massive novel as largely
[an anti-revolutionary tract, Through his
characters, the rigid, oppressive czarist
regime is also condemned. The suffering
pf the ordinary soldiers is portrayed with
moving sympathy, and, far more than
in his previous works, Solzhenitsyn re-
veals a profound interest in the values
bf r%gion. But in a very real sense, the
pentriil theme of this intensely patriotic
pook is the very destiny of Russia itself.

the Battle of Tannenberg as a disaster -

For by depicting in meticulous detail the
moral dilemma of thousands caught up
in that convulsive time, Solzhenitsyn has
vividly portrayed the moral dilemma
confronting all men under an oppressive
system: whether to go along with the
regime, hoping to make small changes
from the inside or to risk hardship and
bloodshed by trying to violently restruc-
ture the system. “The comparison with
Tolstoi strikes you immediately,” said Leo
Labedz, editor of Survey, a journal of
Soviet affairs. “What Solzhenitsyn seems
to be attempting is nothing less than a

. new ‘War and Peace’ from just before

to on beyond the Russian Revolution
and right into the Soviet framework.”

The idea of that kind of independent,
grand-scale assessment of twentieth-cen-
tury history clearly unnerved the Soviet
regime., But apart from denunciations of
Solzhenitsyn in the press and other minor
altempts at harassment, it was question-
able just how much farther the Kremlin
could go in the way of reprisals. Send-
ing books abroad for publication is not
in itself a crime for Soviet writers. And
by selecting the small but literarily re-
sFectable YMCA Press in Paris to publish
the book and asking it to contribute all
royalties to construction of a Russian Or-
thodox church in the West, Solzhenitsyn
may have successfully anticipated
charges that he sent the book to the
capitalist world in order to earn money.

Immune: Even more important, Solz-
henitsyn’s stature makes him seemingly
immune to tactics that the regime might
use on lesser figures. Comfortably en-
sconced in a two-room bungalow on the
country cstate of cellist Mstislav Rostro-
povich, Solzhenitsyn even appeared like-
ly to be spared the familiar attacks by
5anﬁs of goverriment-directed hooligans.
“If he was in soms provincial city,” said
one of the author’s close friends, “any-
thing could happen. But at Rostropo-
vich’s dacha, which is located near

dachas of important government people.
—thdgt is another story.” Similarly, any
blatant Kremlin move to silence Solz-
henitsyn would spark a world uproar.

At home, too, Solzhenitsyn is not with-
out a corps of ardent supporters. And
the importance of their backing has been
magnified by the fortuitous timing of the
book’s release two weeks before the
scheduled start of the Fifth Congress of

:the Union of Soviet Writers. For al-
though the union’s secretariat voted to
_expel Solzhenitsyn in 1969, his admirers

among the rank-and-file membership of
some 6,000 are numerous. And in the
eyes of many Kremlinologists, neither
the Communist Party nor the union’s
conservative leadership would be will-
ing to launch the kind of all-out attack
on Solzhenitsyn that might provoke his
defenders to open resistance—and per-
haps even inspire a potentially explosive
congress debate on intellectual freedom.
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Maybe the Centurys Greatest

CPYRGHT

By Anatole Shub

LONDON
white, soft-covered boock of
570 pages, published in
Paris last week with no ad-
vance warning, may well
herald the most important
Russian literary work of the
20th cenfury.

The book is “August 1914
-Part One,” by Alexander
Solzhenitsyn, the Nobel
prize laureate in 1970, who
has been slowly ostracxzed
by Soviet Communist lead-
ers since 1965. “August 1914:
Part One” is, without a
doubt, Solzhenitsyn’s most:
ambitious novel to date. Itis
one which both explicitly
and implicitly invites com-
parison thh Tolstoy‘s “War -
and Peace.”

Written during 1969 and
1970, the novel is, moreover,-
but the start of a larger eple
series which Solzheniisyn,
in a postscript, says will.
take - him 20 years. The
succeeding volumes, Sol-
zhenitsyn adds laconically,
will deal with the “Follow-.
mg Years” after 1914.

. In short, the 52- year-old’
novelist — former army cap-
tain, concentration-camp,
prisoner, cancer patient and
moral hero of today’s dissi-
dent Soviet intelligentsia —
is serenely preparing, de-
spite official displeasure, to-
write the epic of the Rus-
sian revolution. His is
clearly an attempt to fix,
shape and color, for the con-
sciousness of future genera-
tions, the primal upheaval
of recent Russian history
with the same finality that
Tolstoy depicted the Napo-
leonic wars.
¥or Solzhenitsyn, the par-
allel with Tolstoy is con-
‘scious. Tolstoy himself ap-
pears briefly as a character.
in “August 1914 His social
ideas are later discussed by

other charactefy E)
haps - most important, the

BRussian Novel

ussian  gencrals
cers of 1914 are shown to be

ing their own conduct in the
storm and stress of battle
against the General Kutuzov
of 1812 — not so much the

historic Kutuzov as Tol-
stoy’s Kutuzov.

There is more war than
peace in ‘“‘August 19014
which describes the ill-fated

*Russian offensive into East

Prussia that culminated in
encirclement and rout by
Hindenburg and Ludendorff
at Tannenberg. But, like
Tolstoy, Solzhenitsyn brings
the . social fabric and cul-
tural atmosphere of civilian
Russia to the battlefield
through a rich variety of
characters, both historic and
completely fictitious,

Like Tolstoy, he does not
shy away from portraying
the great and near-great at

,close quarters—the British

military attache, General
Alfred Knox (who played an
even greater role in the Rus-
sian civil war),- the Hu-
guenot genius of the Prus-
sian -army, General Von
Francois, the man-mountain
Russian commander-in-
chief, the Grand Duke Niko-
lai Nikolaievich. Perhaps.
the most masterful portrait:
in the book is of the ill-fated
Geheral Alexander Samso-
nov, whose Second Army:
perished in the encirclement.
at . Tannenberg and who (in’
a haunting scene that will
be read and reread for gen-

erations) redeemed his

‘honor by shooting himself.
As Prince Andrey spoke
for Tolstoy and saw with his
eyes, Solzhenitsyn’s hero is
a young general staff colo-.
‘nel, Georgi Vorotintsev,

~ whose’ mission takes him

from corps to corps, from
regiment to regiment, from
GHO to behind the enemy

roved FAl et argtiemngin? |

g_atrigt _ without illusions, 2
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SEV  expresscs for
Solzhemts n_the best ir
pre-revolu 1onary Russi.

" Prussian landscape through
which he passes was tra-

versed by Artxllery Captain-

Solzhenitsyn himse 1£ in
194445, Vorotintsev’s char-

acter may represent the’

author’s tribute to his own

father, an Imperial artillery

captam who fought at Tan-
nenberg.

A$ a war novel alone “Au-
gust 1914” is superb, with
vivid detail expertly woven
into the larger movements
and dilemmas of the clash-
ing armies. But Solzhenitsyn
rarely loses sight of the

manner in which the war,
presaged the convulsion that’
doomed old Russian society.:
He shows us not only the,
battlefield itself through
many eyes, but the varying’
contemporary percentions of
the war and its meaning—
official myths, popular!
hopes, German and allied!
plans, revolutionary inter-i
pretations, philosophic theo-
ries.

"Little of this—even the
<brief, dry sumtmarles of G‘,er-y
man strategy—is presented:
didactically. Nearly always,
Solzhenitsyn expresses the’
general through the particu-
lar: through a scene, an inci-
cdent, a dialogue, sometimes
ho more than a phrase.

For Solzhenitsyn as a lit-
erary craftsman, “August
1914” represents a departure
and an advance over pre.
vious  works.  Criticizea
sometimes (by his admirers,
-hot his Soviet literary-politi-
cal foes) for previous adher-
ence to classic 19th-century
narrative technique, Sol-

;zhenitsyn here embarks on
.the path of innovation. Into

‘his narrative are 1nterpolat-
ed—somewhat in the man-:
her of John Dos Passos,
“U S.A”—newspaper head-

sl A7 TR0l 00080

markable series of "Clnem&

screen" prose pnems whicn

s a scopé'
and fluidity of movement
which make “The First Cir-
cle” scem, by comparison, a_
conventional set piece.

Stylistically, “August 1914”
is Solzhenitsyn at his best—
and beyond it. Here the nar-
rative economy of “One Day
in the Life of Ivan Deniso-
vich” (1862) is combined with:
the diamond-sharp linguistie
precision and vividness

~shown in the “Prose Tales
and Miniature Sketches”
(1985). Moreover, Solzheni-
tsyn's command of the ebb
and flow of different styles'
—straight narrative Russian
and dialects, interior monolo-
gues, pointilliste descrip-
tions, the “cinema screen”
prose poems-— is supremely’
musical in construction, re-.
calling sueh operatie masters:
48 Verdi and Mussorgsky.’
(Might this power new for
Solzhenitsyn, unconsciously
reflect his close friendship’
these last few years with
. Mstislav -Rostropovich, the
cellist, and his wife, soprano
Galina Vishnevskaya?) .
* The Gerlman novelist
-Heinrich Boell - remarked,.
‘ shortly after the Soviet inva-
_sion of Czechoslovakia, that
“if the Kremlin were sud-
~denly to permit Solzhenit-
"syn’s works to be published
‘in Russia, “It would start an
.avalanche.” In many ways,
“August 1914” proves Bocll's
point. To be sure, Konstan-.
tin Simonov.among others in’
Moscow, has argued that it
:could and should be pub-.
lished in Russia, and there
gis nothing in the book that,
;could remotely be consld-
ered on any sane view, as‘f
‘an attack on the Soviet gov-,
‘ernment. Nevertheless, “Au-
gust 1914" represents the’
.most profound sort of chal-
/1enge to the very essence of
the - Stalmist and Neo-Stalin-
®01hfexcept for
he putatlve thaws of 1954-56
and 1062-64) has subjected:
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two penerations of Russlans
to a new glacial age. .
The challenge is. in the
first place, that of blind-
ingly superior guality--the®
pontrast oliered by Solzhen-
itsyn's excellente, original-
iy and broadness of spirit
to the malignant meanness
of the political and cultural
dwarls who rule Soviet life.
Millions of Soviet citizens,
¢ piritually demeaned by of-
ficial menacity and pap,
‘would surely queue up in-:
.stantly, as at a breadline in
a siege, to read even a few
‘pages of a book of such shin-
ing merits. .
Yet, beyond purely liter-:
ary genius, there is Solzhen-,
Atsyn's view of Russia, its:
inner glory and failure dur-
ing the central tragedy of.
iHs experience. A uniquely:

fpersonal view, it will not: 4.

‘particularly shock the West-;
“ern reader, for it is not very:
‘different from the view that,|
‘say, Chekhov might have.
.taken had he lived to see
‘anc. write about the events’
of 1914—sympathetic, - elini-’
‘eal, humane, realistic. i
- Although  Solzhenitsyn’s;
characters among them ex-
press all sorts of opinions,
from anarchist and populist;
to Tolstoyan and Fascist, the:
author’s overall view is that.
of a free-thinking skeptic
and a natural patriot. He is
neither monarchist nor revo-
lutionary, neither rationalists
nor mystic (in refreshing:
contrast to Pasternak), nei-
ther religious believer (even
in the Tolstoyan heresy) nor
‘militant positivist.
Slavophile, perhaps—but
“with barely concealed con-
tempt for the pan-Slavism;
which the Tsarist govern-:
ment ' invoked . in 1914 to
‘whelp poor Serbia.” Anti-n-;
{ fellectual, also, to a degree; !
w—except that Colonel Voro-
“‘Hntsev is not the only posi-
tive hero endowed with su-
perior education and intelli-
gence, and there is no glam-
orizing of peasants, workers
and subliterates. v

Such a view is as out of
'touch with current Kremlin
ideology as the later works
of Thomas Mann were with
the weltanschauung of Doc.
‘tor Gocbbels. It is no accl-
dent (as Pravda might, but
will not. say) that the late
Georg Lukacs, whose life-
time literary model was
Thomas Mann, wrote his
last book in praise of Sol-
zhenitsyn.

What will most offend fthe
literary policemen of Mr.
Brezhnev's agit-prop depart-
ment is the whole of Sol-
zhenitsyn’s treatment of
1914 rather than any particu-
far passages. It is offensive
to Leninist-Stalinists pre-
cisely because Solzhenitsyn
attempts a truthful, mullico-
‘Jored and ultimately loving
— rather than dogmatic or
:demonological — portrayal
-of pre-revolutionary Russia.

While Solzhenitsyn shows,
on almost every other page,
'the weaknesses, failures and
“corruptions of Tsarist Rus-
‘sia, he also porirays the fa-
-tuity, arrant pride and fri-
'volity of those who were (by
ommission and commission)
to destroy the old regime.
But all these weaknesses, on
either side and in the mid-
.dle — as well as the courage
‘and perspicacity to be found :
‘among individuals in all’
camps: — he portrays as
human qualities as in the na-
ture of the human condition,
transcending “Tsarist autoe-
racy,” “capitalism” or simi-
lar transient political-sci-:
ence categories.

Critics both East and
‘West, sympathetic and un.
sympathetic, will spend dec-.
ades analyzing and debating
particular dialogues in “Au-
_gust 1914,” which pose and
i confront the most difficult,.
;often - agonizing historical”
and philosophical questions.

' The Kremlin, for example,
may well choose to maintain®
utter silence about this:
book, as it did about “Can-;
cer Ward” and “First Cir-

cle” But, if they were un-
leashed, Communist critles
might have a field day with
dialogues in which chanac-
tevs  suggrest  that nciﬁ?!i‘t'

“capitalism nor socialism but
-production itself is the key
to material wealth, and that
'90 per cent of the secre ;‘g
production is intelligquje,
knowledge, innovation and
organizational talent rather
than (Marx to the contragy)

N

the labor of the masses, .
Similarly, Russian natien-..
alists (in emigration as well
as in the Soviet Union) will
not enjoy the manner in
which Solzhenitsyn glves
‘the Germans of 1914 their
due, both for a higher level
of civilization generally and .
for superior strategy, tactics
:and execution on'the battle-
: field. :
. In indicating that the Ger-
“mans earned their. victory,
- Bolzhenitsyn also rejects.
. Tolstoy’s view of the chance
nature of war, as elsewhere
he questions even more
" poignantly Tolstoy's falth in
the immanent power of love
-and good. - T
Westerners and “wester-
nizing” Russians, for their
part, will be uncomfortable
with Solzehnitsyn’s hostile’

view of the Franco-Russian '

alliance, his acid portrait of
General Knox, his jibes at
the Tsarist gencrals of Ger-
man origin, and his mocking
of young educated Russians’
pretensions to be “English
gentlemen.”

Liberals, optimists and
Rousseauvians of all coun-
tries — but especially Rus-
sian democrats in emigra-
tion — will wince at his
suggestion that most of
mankind (and specifically
most of the Russians of
1914 were “not ready” for
the brave new world of in-
tellectuals’ dreams, nor for
the kingdom of heaven on
earth.

While there i3 . iy
and veryve in Seieser svn
the writer which is w12 g

. but pessimistic, and hi: zest)
for the mysteries of i iivid-
ual personality is ahsaiutely
cheerful, “August 1914” is §
tragedy, and Solzehnitsyn's,
is the tragic view of life and
history.

In the final pages of the
-book, Colonel Voraotintsev
confronts the Grand Duke

Nikolai Nikolaievich and the:

.entire high command, to de-,
‘nounce the strategy which’
Jled the illprepared Russian
army to launch an offensive.
into East Prussia primarily’
‘to  fulfill a3 lightly-under-’
taken military convention
~with’ France. In fact, the
‘hasty  Russian  offensive
.compelled he Germans to
transfer divisions from the
-western front, enabling Mar-
‘shal Joffre to win the Battle
.of theMarne and save Paris,
The generals plead treaty
obligations, and Vorotinstey
replies: “According. to the
convention, Russia promised
decisive aid’ but not suicide!
Your Excellency, you under-
signed suicide for Russial. ,
Even the French will not
appreciate us for this tomor-
row.”
. The current Kremlin au-
thorities can hardly be ex-
pected to appreciate the:
suggestion that the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics.
represents the product of
Russa's suicide — even from
an author who was born
under Lenin and fought to
defend his country under

{and despite) Stalin. -

The last sentence of Sol-
zhenitsyn's magnificent
hovel " quictly advises both
the oppressors and “the op-
pressed in today's Russia
not to take his view person-
ally. “Injustice,” hc says,’
“did not begin with us, nor
will it end with us.” Above’
and beyond the smoke of’
battlefield and the gas of
ideologies, Solzhenitsyn's ig*
the vislon of Ecclesiastas.
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SOVIET UNION
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God Is Upper-Case
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print competing editiods, often in ex-

This book cannot now be published
in our homeland except in Samizdat* be-
cause of objections by censors that are
inconceivable to the normal human mind
and also because it would be necessary

cannot bow down ta such a humiliation.

So writes Nobel-prizewinning Nov-
elist Alexander Solzhenitsyn in a post-
script to his new novel, August 1914,
which was published last week in Rus-
sian by the small YMCA Press in Paris.
It is the only one of his books, aside
from One Day in the Life of Ivan De-
nisovich, that Solzhenitsyn has agreed
to have published in the West.

Ever since he completed August 1914
in October 1970, Solzhenitsyn has been
trying to have it published in the So-
viet Union. Despite the fact that all his
major works except One Day have been
banned in Russia, he felt that there
was some hope for the new novel; un-
like the other books, it does not center

on the crimes of Stalinism, which by im-
plication embarrass Soviet leaders who
ame to prominence under the old ty-
ant. Nonetheless, Soviet censors raised
any objections. They even insisted, as
olzhenitsyn points out in the postscript,
hat the word God be printed in lower-
ase but that KGB (the secret police)
e printed in capitals.

When Solzhenitsyn learned that a
opy of the novel had made its way to
he West, he got in touch with his Zu-
ich lawyer, Fritz Heeb. He wanted to
void what had happened to his other
books: Western publishers scrambled to

¥ Litetally, self-publishing—the clandestine re-

qocuments.

to write the word God in lower-case. 1 .

fyping and circulation of forbidden lilerary‘

CeTabiT IrAnsTations. 1q establish copy-

Hecb quietly authorfzed the small
YMCA Press (so name ‘because it was
founded by a member o i the association,
Dr. John Mott, in 1921) to publish 4u-
gust 1914 in Russian. ¢

Veiled Criticism. The novel is the
first part of a trilogy a subject that
has haunted SolzhenitosEn all his life:
Russia’s role in the war against Ger-
many in 1914. The work is intended as
a memorial to his father, an artillery of-
ficer in the Czarist army who partic-
ipated in the disastrous battle of Tan-
nenberg in East Prussia in August 1914,
As an artillery captain in World War
II, Solzhenitsyn passed through Tan-
nenberg, but he was not around to
savor the eventual Russian victory. In
February 1945, Solzhenitsyn was ar-
rested for writing barely veiled criticism
of Stalin in letters to a friend, and sen-
tenced to eight years' imprisonment.
During that time, he developed and over-
came cancer. Solzhenitsyn’s greatest fear
is that he will be prevented from fin-
ishing the trilogy—either by a recurrence
of cancer or by the Soviet authorities.

Even as Solzhenitsyn’s latest book ap-
peared in the West, another Russian writ-
er, imprisoned for publishing articles
and stories abroad (On Socialist Re-
alism, The Trial Begins), was released
from a Soviet labor camp. In late 1966,
Andrei Sinyavsky, now 46, was sen-
tenced to seven years at hard labor for
“anti-Soviet slander,” while' Fellow
Writer Yuli Daniel was given five years
on the same charge. Daniel was re-
leased last year after serving his full sen-
tence, but Sinyavsky was set free 20
months early for good behavior. Even
50, he was banned for two more years
from returning to Moscow. '
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DEUTSCHE ZEITUNG, Stuttgart

June 1971

The Daring Memoirs of Tito’s Rigl@t—Hand Man

An unprecedented Yugoslav documé@_ét

Translated from DEUTSCHE ZEITUNG, Stuttgart

R

iy

N THE BELGRADE newspaper
B Polittka an unusyal series is ap-
pearing—the recolledtions of Sveto-
zar - Vukmanovie, known as
“Tempo” in World War II partisan
days when he was a. close col-
taborator of Tito’s. This is the first
time in the history of modern com-
munism that a formem Politburo
member has published his mem-
oirs.

A Montenegran like Milovan
Djilas, Vukmanovic has been a
Communist since 1935. He served
as member of the Supreme Parti-
san Headquarters  and Central
Committee, as Tito's: partisan chief
in Macedonia, and at war's end as
chief of the political adminis-
tration of the army. Later he be-
came a member of the Politburo
and vice-president of the Federal
Exec_tive Council, After a stint ag
trade-union chief he retired from
publie life and is now pensioned.

Khrushchev once remarked that
if you want a really good fight you
should send Vukmanovic into the
negotiations. Indeed the stormy
Montenegran was famous for his
irascible temper. During the war,
Tempo quarreled with the Bul-
garian communists in Macedonia
when he thwarted their plan to
split that province off from Yugo-
slavia.

At war’s end Vukmanovic ran up
against the Red Army generals. In
his capacity as political commissar,
General Vukmanovic went to-
gether with Chief-of-Staff Jova-|
novie (three years later shot as 8!
Soviet sympathizer by the Yugo-
slav secret police) to Soviet Mar-
shal Tolbukhin’s headquarters at

Vienna. Their mission was to de-
mand the withdrawal of Bulgarian
troops from Yugoslav territory,
units put inio Macedonia as occu-
pation forces by the Germans and
later used against the Germans by
the Russians.

When Tolbukhin’s rage reached
the boiling point, his deputy tack-
led the Yugoslavs. “Why don’t you
people love the Red Army? The
Bulgarians love us,” he whined.
Vukmanovie jumped up and
shouted: “Listen, comrade, when
the Germans were at the gates of
Moscow I took my gun in hand

and said that my country and I
would endure all that the Soviet:

Union must endure.”

On his. first visit to Moscow

Vukmanovic learned that the So-
viets were watching and following
his every move. He was shaken by

his impressions of the Soviet capi-
tal, particularly by the housing
than the

conditions: “Worse
slummiest suburbs of Belgrade.”

And he waxed indignant over ..

the behavior of Stalin and the Po-
litburo. Vukmanovie, Djilas and
the others knew that their hotel
rooms were bugged, their conver-

sations overheard. Once when

Djilas tried to stop a Yugoslav

conversation that was getting too

‘frank, Vukmanovie, who was vio-
llent in his criticism of the Soviet

are listening to me and have no

faith in me, then they can go to
hell. What I say is the truth.” The.

iothers laughed and went right on
talking. _

" Montenegrans sare Russophiles
by tradition, and Tempo i3 no ex-

Union, said: "Listen, Djido, if they

céptié)n. He speaks glowingly of
‘the ordinary Soviet people, particu-.
llarly the Moscow theater au-

fdienées, who are moved to tears by

'ithe fate of Uncle Vanya or Anna
iKarenina.

But political reality was some-
ithing the proud partisan could not
ignore. He saw how Yugoslav offi-
icers sent to the U.5.8.R. for train-
ing were systematically in-
doctrinated against their own
Party and government leaders.
Even before the 1948 break with
Stalin, Vukmanovic decided not to
send any more Yugoslavs to the
Soviet Union for military and po-
litical training.

He recounts how Tito’s colleague
Edvard Kardelj, likewise on a Mos-
cow visit, was dragged out of his
bed in the middle of the night and
taken to Molotov’s office. There
the sleepy Yugoslav official' was
ordered to sign a consultation
treaty on the spot.

“. .. The Soviet leaders treated
an independent country and its
government as if they were a col-
ony.”
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POLITIKA, Belgrade
June 1971

Khrushchev to Yukmanovic:

“You Petit Bourgeois, You!”
Translated from POLITIKA, Belgrade

* CPYRGHT
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In 1955 Khrushchev tfied to place
Yugoslav-Soviet reldtions on a

Carl (-‘u_ustaf Strohm, as noted in the preceding article, spdited these
memoirs serialized in Belgrade’s influential magazine Politika. The fol-
lowing excerpts are preceded by short, condensed. explaﬁations to

place them in context. They have been kept in the first person for rea-
sons of clarity. T

The fact that they (the Soviets)
have come to Belgrade shows that

“fresh footing. On his famous visit
to Yugoslavia, the Soviet Party
chief attributed the deterioration of
relations to provocation on the part
of Beria and Abakumov—both of
whom had in the meantifle been
purged and lLiquidated. I, Vukma-
novic, took up the argument.

goslav and Soviet Party chiefs, I
said: “Comrade Khrushchev, I don’t
see how the conflict between our
-Parties can be explained on the
basis of the allegation that Beria
slandered our country. Let us as-
sume that Beria told the truth
about us, namely, that we adopted
Bukharin’s views, for example, on
agricultural policy. If that were so;
would the blockade and the pres-
sure against our country be justi-
fied? The reason I ask is that I am
interested in knowing how you will

ture. If we should decide, say, to
build a Bukharin-type socialism in
the rural areas, what would you
people do then?

Khrushchev turned red in the
face and shouted at me: “You are
a petit bourgeois element!” ,

... After that incident I asked
. t0 be relieved of my assignment to
the Yugoslav delegation at. the
talks. But Tito, who was infuriated
himself by the exchange, reacted
in true partisan fashion: “You will
remain in the delegation,” he said
with a smile. “That’s important,
because you are one of the people
the Soviets call ‘dubious Marxists’.
Just remember that for us the fu-
ture means more than the past.

At the first meeting of the Yu-

veact to such situations in the fu-
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their past mistakes. That's enough
for the time being. Why should we
ask more from them than they are
capable of giving?”

"In the summer of 1956 I accom-
panied Tito on o return visit to the
Soviet Union. I tried to explain to
my host, Mikoyan: :

" "“You all made me so mad that T’

wanted to fight you just as T
fought against the Germans.” '

Mikoyan replied: “That cannot
be, Tempo.”

“If you had attacked us,” I con-
tinued, “we would have fought you
as we would any other aggressor.”

“*We did not attack you.”

“But you had the intention of
attacking. Why else would you
have mobilized such a large force
at our border?”

“To defend ourselves against
you,” answered Mikoyan.

“Then what was the meaning of
Molotov’s dispatch to our  govern-
ment, openly threatening the ‘Fas-
cist gang in Belgrade' and saying
the -Soviets had other ways of
bringing them to their senses?”’

Mikoyan said: "“There was no
such dispatch.”

“I'm afraid there was,” 1 replied.
“We have kept the original. The
fact that we reacted immediately
shows that we took it seriously.
We organized partisan detach-
ments on Yugoslav territory. Ev-
ery kilometer of road and railroad

- was controlled by partisan units,
and if you had tried to invade our

country we would have prepared a
hellish- reception for you.”

' And 1
1A-RDP79-01

P

added after a pause: "The| Central
Committee had named me com-
: t artisans
and I organized the detachments.”
Many years later, the Yugoslavs
took the old partisan plans from
the Stalin period out of the file
and dusted them off. This was on
the occasion of the Soviet invasion
of Czechoslovakia in 1968.

I spoke to Khrushchev several
times in the early 1960°s, and dur-
ing one conversation he said:

“Qur Soviets are no longer like

the Leninist Soviets of worker,
peasant and soldier deputies. Lenin

insisted that all power should be in
the hands of the Soviets, but Sta-
lin reduced them to mere subsidi-
aries of the central government.
Power must be returned as far as
possible to the working masses.”
While Khrushchev expanded on
his vision of a new Soviet Union in
the Leninist spirit, I wondered. to
myself who could be counted on to
carry out such a plan. What
Khrushchev was proposing was
nothing less than a revolution. Sta-
lin had created a powerful appa-

‘ratus of Party and State; it could
not be undone without revolution--

ary disturbances. It was hardly a
task which could be accomplished
under the leadership in power in
Moscow at the time.

Khrushchev went on: “I want to
turn the Soviet Army into an
armed people’s militia. On the mili-
tary side, we will have to rely
primarily on rockets.” I thought to
myself: “But what will the officers

‘and the generals say to that? Will
‘they agree to give up the financial

security and the social  positions

194A000300080001-5

8



Approved For Release 1999/09/02 :
CPYRGHT

CIA-RDP79-011 94A006300080001 -5

they enjoy in the army as it is
now constituted? Or will they turn
against Khrushehev and join forces
with his opponents among the po-
litical leaders?”

On the question of nationalities
in the U.S.S.R., Khrushchev had
this to ‘say: “Contrary to what
Lenin wanted, the various member

Repubhcs are nothing but ; gdminis-
trative territorial units.” ¢

1 found Khrushchev's 1 e4s ex-
citing, but at the same tinje I was
fillod with doubts as to whether all
that could be accomplishad, par-
ticularly in view of the comp031tlon
of the Soviet léadership even after
the 20th Party Congress.
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