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PREFACE
X

This thesis will attempt to examine the phenomenon of the 
emergence of freedom in the nations of Communist East Europe. All 
eight countries that comprise the buffer zone between Soviet Russia 
on the east and the free nations of Western Europe on the west will 
be examined. They includes East Germany, Poland, Czechoslovakia, 
Hungary, Yugoslavia, Bulgaria, Romania, and Albania. The type of 
freedom to be examined includes political, economic, religious, 
cultural, and social freedom, with the primary emphasis to be 
placed upon political freedom. The thesis will examine the com
parable rates of free development among the different nations, 
noting that Yugoslavia, Romania, and Czechoslovakia are the nations 
proceeding at the fastest rates; that Poland and Hungary are 
nations proceeding at considerably slower rates; and that East 
Germany, Albania, and Bulgaria are the nations proceeding at the 
slowest rates of all of the eight nations to be examined.

The structural organization of the thesis will be based upon 
eight major divisions. They includes Introduction, Origin, 
History, Development, Controversy, Progress, Philosophy, and Con
clusion. The Introduction - will introduce the topic of the emer- 
gence of freedom in Communist East Europe, especially as that 
trend has become markedly pronounced in the last three years 
(1965 - 1968), while noting that this trend has been drastically
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aitigated by the Warsaw Pact invasion of Czechoslovakia on 
August 20, 1963. The Origin - will treat the Communist takeover 
of all the eight Eastern European nations immediately following 
World War II. The History - will treat the outstanding historical 
events in the Communist East European nations from 1945 to the 
present (1969), including the East Berlin uprising of 1953, the 
Hungarian revolt of 1956, and the recent developments in Yugosla
via, Romania, and Czechoslovakia (1965 - 1968). The Development - 
will parallel the History in showing how political, economic, 
religious, cultural, and social freedom has developed in Communist 
East Europe chronologically, from 1945 to 1969. The Controversy - 
will deal with the actual struggle between the Communist East 
European nations and the Soviet Union, between and/or among the 
different nations themselves, and between and/or among different 
pactions within each of the various nations. The Progress - will 
examine the noteworthy accomplishments of the Communist East 
European nations—especially Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, and 
Romania—in the now-recognizable movement toward freedom in that 
part of the world. The Philosophy - will advance my theories on 
what America should do to encourage the movement toward freedom 
in Communist East Europe. And finally, the Conclusion - will 
represent a brief summation of the first seven major divisions 
and will conclude the thesis.

»
All of my acknowledgments for assistance in writing this 

thesis are due to the following people: to Father Harrington, 
who helped me initiate the project? to Father O’Neill, my thesis
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director and one of my faculty readers, who encouraged me to con
tinue with the thesis even after the discouragement afforded by 
the Russian invasion of Czechoslovakia, and who read the thesis: 
to my other two readers. Father Greytak and Doctor Semrens, who 
also read the thesis? to Miss Mary Fraser, who typed the manuscript 
so patiently and efficiently? and to my mother, Mrs. R. C. Callus, 
who helped me with the collection of research material.
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CHAPTER X
*

INTRODUCTION

One of the most significant trends in contemporary inter
national politics is the emergence of freedom in Communist East 
Europe. This emergence is not a single, voluminous force which 
threatens to unhinge the eight satellite nations of Communist 
East Europe from the rigid control of the Soviet Union? rather, 
it is a faintly-discernible symptom of the erosion of Marxist 
influence in Twentieth-Century Europe. The Soviet Union, which 
has never known a historical experience of democratic tradition 
has imposed Communist Totalitarianism on eight European nations— 
East Germany, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Romania, Bulgaria, 
Yugoslavia, and Albania—some of which, especially Czechoslovakia, 
have known such an experience. The Soviet Union and its puppet 
regimes in all of these eight countries cannot long suppress the 
spirit of freedom that burns within the breasts of the people of 
Communist East Europe. On August 20, 1968, the Soviet Union and 
four of her Warsaw Pact allies Invaded reform-minded Czechoslovakia 
and stifled the liberalization program of Czechoslovak Communist 
First Party Secretary Alexander Dubcek. Up to that date, Dubek’s

*
program of "socialism with a human face" was the most divergent 
of Communist East European movements in the direction of freedom 
in its various aspects—political, social, economic, religious,
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and cultural—but primarily political. The Warsaw Pact invaders 
failed to win the support of the Czechoslovak population, they 
failed to oust Dubcek from power, and they failed to extinguish 
the hope of Western peoples that freedom will someday prevail over 
Marxist totalitarian influence and that democracy, through a 
gradual process, will return to the captive nations of Communist 
East Europe.

Czechoslovakia is not the only satellite nation to express 
a desire for freedom. Revolutions in East Germany in 1953 and in 
Poland and Hungary in 1956, Yugoslavia’s defection from Russian 
control in 1948, Romania’s independent course since 1963, and 
Albania's alliance with Communist Red China against the Soviet 
Union in 1961 are all Indications of the longing on the part of 
the peoples of Eastern Europe to work out their own destinies, 
free from Soviet interference. All of these developments bode 
ill for the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, because the 
Russians have sought, in their typical nationalistic paranoia, 
to isolate themselves from the liberal-minded nations of Western 
Europe, and also to maintain land access to warm-water ports on 
the Mediterranean Sea. If the eight satellite nations of 
Communist East Europe are to become permeated with the nations 
of freedom and independence and to shirk the Marxist influence 
whiah they inherited from Mother Russia, then the Russians would 
have no military buffer zone to separate them from such nations 
as West Germany and Prance. Also, Western liberal ideas would 
become more easily exportable from Western Europe to the Soviet
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Union via Eastern Europe. Thus, the Russian people themselves 
might acquire the spirit of freedom and agitate for a change of 
govenmental forms from Communism to democracy or at least a 
benevolent type of socialism. These stark possibilities are 
what motivated the leaders in the Kremlin—Nikolai Podgorny, 
Leonid Brezhnev, Mikhail Suslov, Alexander Shelepln, and Alexei 
Kosygin—to order the invasion of Czechoslovakia in August, 1968 
Their effort was in vain, for the possibilities still exist, 
and will continue to exist, as long as the spirit of freedom 
exists among the peoples of Communist East Europe.

The area occupied by the eight satellite nations of 
Communist East Europe has been a region long contested in 
European continental, and recently, in two world wars. Through 
it, Napoleon and Hitler marched into Russia, the Turks tried to 
conquer Europe, and the ravaging Huns drove terrified Visigoths 
before them in their march into Western Europe. Geographically, 
the area is marked by scenic mountains such as the Carpathians, 
by meandering rivers such as the Oder, the Neisse, the Vistula, 
and the Danube, and extensive forests and plains. The northern 
countries—East Germany, Poland, and Czechoslovakia—are heavy- 
industry states; Hungary and Bulgaria are strongly agricultural; 
Yugoslavia and Romania are somewhat industrialized; and Albania

6 remains about ninety percent agricultural.

Albania encompasses an area of 11,100 square miles and a 
population of about 2,000,000 people. Its capital city is
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Tirana.1 2 Bulgaria encompasses an area of 42,729 square miles and 

a population of about 8,309,000 people. Its capital city is 
Sofia. Czechoslovakia encompasses an area of 49,370 square miles 
and a population of about 14,305,000 people. Its capital city is 
Prague.3 East Germany encompasses an area of 41,659 square miles 

and a population of about 17,082,000 people. Its capital city is 
East Berlin (Pankow).4 Hungary encompasses an area of 35,918 

square miles and a population of about 10,212,000 people. Its 
capital city is Budapest.5 6 7 8 Poland encompasses an area of 120,664 

square miles and a population of about 31,944,000 people. Its
gcapital city is Warsaw. Romania encompasses an area of 91,699 

square miles and a population of about 19,540,000 people. Its 
capital city is Bucharest.' Yugoslavia encompasses an area of 
98,766 square miles and a population of about 19,958,000 people.
Its capital city is Belgrade.®

Albania is chiefly a repressive nation which fortifies its 
coast with explosives and mines. It has made little progress

"Luman H. Long, ed.. The World Almanac and Book of Facts, 
(1969 Edition? New Yorks Newspaper Enterprises Association, 1968), 
p. 492.

2Ibid., p. 498.
3Ibid., p. 507.

4Ibid., p. 516.
5Ibid., p. 519.
6Ibid., p. 543.
7Ibid., p. 544.
8Ibid., p. 566.
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toward freedom under the rule of its autocratic dictator, Enver 
4 Hoxha. Bulgaria is likewise a repressive nation and has also shown

little Indication, if any, of a trend toward freedom. Its 
Communist dictator is Todor Zhivkov. Czechoslovakia is a Slavic 
nation with a brief tradition of modern democracy, beginning with 
the presidency of Thomas Kasaryk. Its chief executive is First 
Party Secretary Alexander Dubcek, who gained the admiration of all 
the world when he implemented his now-famous liberalization pro
gram, beginning with his accession to power on January 5, 1968.
East Germany is a repressive state which built the infamous Berlin 
Wall on August 13, 1961, to halt the flow of escaping refugees into 
democratic West Berlin, an integral part of West Germany. Its 
dictator is the odious Walter Ulbricht, one of the most inhuman 
figures in all human history. Hungary has evidenced some movement 
toward reform under its realistic dictator, Janos Radar. Poland 
is an officially repressive state in which the religious sentiment 
is still strong among the people. Its conservative dictator, 
Wladyslaw Gomulka, was forced to abandon collective farming in the 
1950’s. Romania Is a state in which internal control is rigid, but 
in which defiance of the Soviet Union in external affairs is now 
an official policy. Its present dictator, Nicolas Ceawsescu, has 
much popular support. Yugoslavia is the most independent-minded 
of all eight countries in Communist East Europe. Under the dictator

M ship of Marshal Josip Broz Tito, the Yugoslavs have achieved 
moderate amounts of freedom: relaxation of strict controls promul
gated by the Communist Party is nowhere more evident in Eastern
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CHAPTER II

ORIGIN

Communist Russia established an eight-nation hegemony in 
Eastern Europe immediately after World War II. The presence of 
the Red Army in the region made it possible for puppet regimes to 
be imposed upon the peoples of these various nations. In every country, 
local Communists, with Moscow's support and the presence of Russian 
troops to insure their success, rose to power and drew up a Communist 
Constitution modeled on that of the Soviet Union. A brief examination 
of the manner in which the Communists rose to power in each country 
would here be in order.

In 1944, Enver Hoxha made himself premier of Albania. The 
next year, a general election confirmed Hoxha, the only candidate^ as 
premier. In 1946, he forced the country to adopt a Ruasian-style 
constitution which made Albania a CoRsnunist state.

The Communist government took over all phases of national life, 
including Albania's few industries. In the late 1940's, Communists 
allegedly under Yugoslav influence were removed from the government
and replaced by Communists willing to follow Russian directions.

t
The government started a Five-Year Plan in 1951 to expand industry 
and agriculture. It brought in skilled workers from other Communist 
countries to make the plan work. A second five-year plan, started

7



in 1956, failed, and a third began in 1961.

Haxhi Leshi became president of Albania in 1953. In 1954, 
Mehmet Shehu became Albania’s premier after Hoxha resigned to be
come first Secretary of the Communist Party. Albania joined the 
United Nations in 1955.

In Bulgaria, a Communist government known as the Fatherland 
Front was set up in 1944. A Communist-run election in September, 
1946, resulted in the overthrow of the monarchy and Simeon II left 
the country. A Communist dictatorship was set up September 15, 1946 
A constitution like that of the Soviet Union was adopted in 1947.
In the late 1940's, nationalistic Communists in the government were 
replaced by Communists who were loyal to the Soviet Union.* 10

In the case of Czechoslovakia, the Czech Government-in-Exile 
returned with the Russian armies in 1945. Czechoslovakia national
ised about 60 out of every 100 industries. By a treaty with Russia 
in 1945, Czechoslovakia gave up the area called Ruthenia, east of 
Slovakia. The area was made part of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 
Republic. Elections were held in May, 1946. The Communists won 
114 of the 300 seats in the national assembly. They held more seats 
than any of the many other parties* Party divisions so weakened 
the government that the Communists were able to take the premiership

• and other key cabinet posts.

In February, 1948, the Communists staged a revolt and seized

°Stauro Skendi, "Albania", World Book Encyclopedia, 1964 
Edition, 1, 293.

10Irwin T. Sanders, 'Bulgaria", Ibid., 2, 581.
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complete control of the government. Several weeks later. Foreign 
inistar Jan Masaryk died. It was reported that he committed
suicide in despair at his country’s fate. The Communist National 
Front party took over the parliament in a so-called “election" 
with a ballot containing only Communist candidates. The Communists 
wrote a new constitution, but President Edward Bepes resigned on 
June 7 rather than sign it. His place was taken by the Communist 
Premier, Element Gotlwald (1896-1953). The Communists set up a 
police state patterned after Russia's. Religious and educational 
institutions were brought under Communist control. Many clergymen, 
especially Roman Catholics, were imprisoned on charges of treason.
The government took over the theological schools and set up state 
institutions to train clergymen, who were considered civil servants.X1

After World War II, in the Russian zone in Germany, the 
Communists set up a dictatorship and ruled the people with secret 
police. They set up the capital at Pankow, a section of East Berlin. 
About 20,000 East Germans fled to West Germany every month.

In Hungary, the Communists won about 22 percent of the popular 
vote in elections held in 1947. They became part of a coalition 
government. Less than a year later, they forced President Tildy to 
resign, and formed an All-Communist government. The presence of 
Russian troops in Hungary made it easier for the Communists to seize

US. Harrison Thomson, "Czechoslovakia", Ibid., 3, 971.
^2James K. Pollack, "Germany", Ibid., 8, 156.
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power. In 1949, the government adopted a constitution patterned on 
'll that of Russia. All schools were nationalized, and religious groups

were rigidly controlled. The Communists pushed programs of collec
tive farming and nationalized industry. The government announced 
a Five-Year Plan to make manufacturing the basis of the Hungarian 
economy.

In 1949, Joseph Cardinal Mindsssenty, the leading Catholic in 
Hungary, was accused of "treason, espionage, and black market dealings" 
He was sentenced to life imprisonment. Pope Pius XII excommunicated 
all persons responsible for this trial.

As for Poland, in August 1945, at the Potsdam Conference, the 
former German territories east of the Oder and Meisse Rivers (with 
the exception of Konigsberg area of East Prussia, which was trans
ferred to the Soviet Union), were placed under the administration of 
the Polish state. On August 16, the Warsaw government ceded to the 
U.S.S.R. the eastern half of Poland. The Communist-dominated govern
ment proceeded to introduce in Poland a variation of the Soviet system. 
Organized opposition was made impossible by the Soviet-organized 
secret police* On January 19, 1947, a general election was held 
under police terror, and its real results, which were made unfavorable 
to the parties of the government bloc, were falsified: 30 opposition 
deputies were declared elected out of a total of 444, the rest 
going to Communists or Communist-controlled groups. A days later, 
on January 28, the United States Department of State related that

John Rath, "Hungary", Ibid., 396.



11

the elections had failed to carry out its solemn pledges.
*

After the elections the Communists accelerated the rate of 
Sovietization of Poland. The population was coerced into sub
mission by mass arrests, show trials, and deportations. It is 
estimated that between 1945 and 1953, 100,000 persons were deported 
to the U.S.S.R., about half of them being soldiers of the Polish 
Home Army and members of the underground who had fought the Germans 
during the war. Many leaders of the opposition were arrested or 
fled abroad. Among the latter was former Vice Premier Miko 
Mikolajczyk, The independent political parties were liquidated or 
reorganized under the pseudo-leadership of Communist figureheads. 
The Polish Socialist Party was forcibly merged with the Communist 
Party in December, 1943, the resulting Communist-led organization 
being named the United Polish Workers’ Party. Boleslaw Bierut, a 
former Ccanintern agent, was elected president of the republic in 
February, 1947. A new government was formed, headed by Jozef 
Cyrankiewics, who, like his predecessor, was a nominal Socialist.
By 1949 the Sovietization of the country seer.ad complete. It 
culminated in the appointment of Soviet Marshal Konstantin 
Rokosscvsky as minister of national defense and commander-in-chief 
of the Polish Army. Poland also became a member of the Council 
for Mutual Economic Assistance (COMECON), an important agent of

• Soviet exploitation.14

^4Jan Librach, "Poland", Encyclopedia .Americana, 1963 
Edition, 22, 2900.
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Added to this is the fact that the Red Army murdered thirty young
M Polish Army officers in the Katyn Forest immediately following

World War II. This was an action to prevent any possible oppo
sition which might have thwarted Russian plans for a Communist take
over in Poland.

In Romania7 Communists took over the government after World 
War II. Antonescu and some of his followers were executed in June, 
1946. Maniu and other leaders of the Peasant Party were imprisoned 
in 1947.

An Allied Control Council, with a Russian representative as 
chairman, was established in Romania* If helped run the country 
until the peace treaty was signed on February 1, 1947. The presence 
of the Russian Array in Romania and the controlling position of 
Russia in the Allied Control Council, assured Communist victories 
in Romanian elections. In December 1947, King Michael was forced 
to give up the throne. The Communists proclaimed Romania a People's 
Republic. A constitution modeled on that of Russia was adopted in 
1948.

By 1952, the Russian-controlled government had replaced 
nationalistic Communist leaders with officials who were loyal to 
Russia. Georghe Gheorghio-Dej was chosen as Romanian premier in

• 1952 and a new constitution was adopted. It was similar to the 1948
constitution, but it emphasized Romania's dependence on Russia 
more strongly. In 1955, Gheorghia-Dej became first secretary of the 
party. In May of that year, Romania signed a military’ pact with



13

Russia. Romania also became a member of the United Nations in 1955.
B In 1956, a Russian-Romanian statement announced that Russian troops

would remain stationed in Romania. In 1961, a new constitution 
was drafted and Gheorghio-Dej became President of the State Council.15

Immediately following World War II, in Yugoslavia, Draza 
Mihailovich, a colonel in the Yugoslav Army, led a group called the 
Chetniks (Cetnici). King Peter’s government-in-exile appointed 
Mihailovich commander of the resistance movement and made him a 
general. But a Communist leader, Josip Broz, who called himself 
Tito, organized a more effective force called the Partisans. The 
Chetniks charged that the Partisans were Communist-dominated, and the 
Partisans charged that many Chetniks were working with Germans or 
Italians.

The Allies sent investigation missions to Yugoslavia in 1943 
to study the quarrel between the rival resistance groups. The in
vestigators concluded that Tito’s partisans were doing most of the 
fighting. The Allies then threw their support behind Tito.

Tito’s political influence grew as quickly as his military 
strength. By the end of the war, Tito and his supporters had all of 
Yugoslavia under their control. Their National Front coalition won 
85 out of every 100 votes in an election in November, 1945. The

• newly-elected parliament declared Yugoslavia as a republic on November
29, 1945. King Peter II never returned to his country. He was 
formally deposed in March, 1947. Yugoslavia desperately needed

15Alvin Z. Rubinstein, "Romania”, World Book Encyclopedia,
1964 Edition, 16 402.
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reconstruction after four long years of enemy occupation, resistance, 
and civil war. One out of every nine Yugoslavs had died during the 
struggle. Tito pushed the Communist program of government control, 
and set up a Five-Year Plan in 1947, designed to develop heavy 
industry and modernize agriculture.16

Thus did the nations of Communist East Europe become absorbed 
into the sphere of Soviet influence. Communists took over the 
governments of Eastern European countries with not a little amount 
of bloodshed and violence. Once entrenched, the Communists were 
never expelled from their positions. And they remain so to this 
day.

^George Kish, '’Yugoslavia", Ibid., 20, 484-485

♦



CHAPTER THREE
*

HISTORY

In nearly twenty-five years of Communist rule, historical events 
have occurred which indicate the desire of the people of Communist 
East Europe to achieve freedom. Among the most notable are these 
developments: in 1948, Marshal Tito launched Yugoslavia on a course
of independence from Russian direction. This was momentous, because 
Tito was the first East European Communist leader to defy Moscow's 
orders and survive politically. In March, 1953, Joseph Stalin, dicta
tor of the Soviet Union for twenty-nine years, died of a brain 
hemorrhage. This was significant, because it was under Stalin’s 
orders that the eight nations of Communist East Europe were swallowed 
up behind the Iron Curtain. With the rise to power in Russia of 
Nikita S. Khruschev, there followed a period of relaxation and re
form which enabled the leaders of Communist East Europe to implement 
effective programs which advanced freedom in the eight-nation region 
considerably. In June, 1953, students and workers rioted in East 
Berlin against the East German Communist regime. The revolt was 
quickly quelled by the East German Communists, with help from 
locally-stationed Soviet troops. This event was of importance because 
it marked the first time in Eastern Europe, since the Communist take
over of all eight nations following World War II, that an Eastern 
European populace had revolted with arms against a Soviet-installed

15
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Communist puppet dictatorship. In June, 1956, workers in Poznan, 
Poland, revolted against the Communist state, but were quickly sub
dued. This event indicated that the Poles, like the East Germans and 
the Yugoslavs before them, were dissatisfied with Russian Communist 
domination. In late October, 1956, Hungary revolted against Communist 
rule, and established revolutionary councils all over the country.
In early November, 1956, the Hungarian Freedom Fighters were defeated 
by Russian invaders, and a brief period of freedom was ended. This 
event was significant, because the Hungarians were actually able to 
establish a free, non-Communist government for about a week and a 
half, before being crushed by Soviet tanks. Imre Nagy, the architect 
of Hungarian rebellion, was executed by the Communists in 1958. In 
1956, also, Poland abandoned collective farming. This was an important 
development, for Poland became the first of the satellite countries 
to refute this basic Communist agricultural principle. In 1961, 
Albania, taking advantage of the Sino-Soviet ideological split, 
severed all political ties with the Soviet Union and allied with 
Communist Red China. This event was novel in that Red Chinese influ
ence was established in Eastern Europe for the first time in history.
In 1963, Communist Romania, under the leadership of Georghe Georghia- 
Dej, embarked on an independent course from Moscow. This was an 
important development, because Romania became the first Eastern 
European Communist nation geographically adjacent to the Soviet Union 
to successfully defy Russia’s will. Romania has further antagonized 
the Soviet Union by entertaining relationships with Communist Red China 
and the free Western world, especially with the United States. In
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1964, Nikita S. Khruschev was deposed as Premier of the Soviet Union, 
and was replaced by Leonid Brezhnev as First Party Secretary of the 
Soviet Communist Party, and by Alexei Kosygin as Premier of the 
Soviet Union. This development was significant, because Khruschev 
was a more liberal influence on Communist East Europe than his 
successors, who are more conservative, and who recently have evidenced 
neo-Stalinist tendencies in Russian government. In March, 1965,
Georghe Gheorghia-Dej, dictator of Communist Romania, died. He was 
replaced by Nicolae Ceawsescu, who had proven even more determined 
than his predecessor to steer Romania away from Soviet influence.
On January 5, 1968, Antonin Novotny, hard-line Communist President of 
Czechoslovakia, was deposed by a liberal-reform element within the 
Czechoslovak government. Alexander Dubcek, a liberal Communist, 
was named First Party Secretary, and war hero Ludvik Svoboda was 
named President. A pace-setting liberalization program, in which 
Dubcek, Svoboda, and other Czechoslovak liberal Communists sought to 
achieve "socialism with a human face", quickly ensued, and widespread 
political, economic, social, cultural, and religious freedom became 
evident all over Czechoslovakia. On August 20, 1968, the Soviet Union 
and four Warsaw Pact allies—East Germany, Poland, Hungary, and 
Bulgaria—invaded Czechoslovakia, and brought to an end the most out
standing democratization movement in Communist East European history. 
Russia succeeded in strangling Dubcek's liberalization drive, but 
failed to impose a Soviet identity on the Czech and the Slovak people, 
who even to this day strongly support: their country's liberal leaders. 
The use of naked force by Moscow to suppress Prague's freedoms in proof
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to the world that the Marxist influence in Communist East Europe is 
losing its appeal, and can only be enforced by tanks and bayonets, 
and not by free choice of the people. On January 16, 1969, a young 
Czech student, Jan Palack, burned himself in Wenceslas Square in 
Prague, Czechoslovakia, as a protest against Soviet domination of his 
country. He died and was buried several days later, a martyr-hero 
in the eyes of his Czechoslovak compatriots. His act may in itself 
have been very foolish and very rash, but it symbolized the spirit 
of freedom yet burning deep within the breasts of 123,150,000 people 
in eight enslaved nations encompassing a total area of 489,905 square 
miles. There have been other fire-suicides in Czechoslovakia since 
the Jan Palach incident. On February 9, 1969, Communist East 
Germany announced restriction of travel on the Autobahn, the 110-mile 
long highway linking Communist-enclosed West Berlin with West Germany. 
This move was an attempt on the part of the hated Walter Ulbricht 
regime of Pankow to discourage West Germans to elect a new President, 
scheduled for March 5, 1969. The elections were to be held in West 
Berlin, but may be moved back into West Germany, under East German 
and Soviet pressure. This event indicates that East Germany is still 
ruled by a reactionary regime, and that there is little hope for 
freedom within that nation.

More specifically, the history of each Communist East European 
nation might be examined briefly. Important developments within each 
satellite country are explicated below.

During World War II, Albania requested U.S. recognition early in
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1945, and a U.S. mission was sent to the country to make arrangements.
H Albania did not agree to one condition, that it recognize pre-war

treaties between the U.S. and Albania. The U.S. mission was with
drawn in November, 1946.

Britain recognized Albania in 1945 but broke off relations in
1946. The U.S. and Britain voted against Albanian admission to the 
U.N. in 1946? it finally won admission in 1955 with Britain voting 
“yes" and the U.S. abstaining. In 1955, it was admitted to the Warsaw 
Pact. Its policies have been strongly pro-Stalinist, anti-Khruschev, 
pro-communist China and hostile to Tito's Yugoslav regime. The U.S.S.R 
broke relations with Albania in December, 1961 and blocked its parti
cipation in the January, 1962 meeting of the Warsaw Pact nations in 
Prague.

Ties with Communist China were strengthened in 1966 as the 
Premiers of the two countries exchanged visits, and Albania, like 
China, abolished the insignia of rank in its armed forces.

In Bulgaria, Georgi Dimitrov, Communist party leader, became 
premier, after the monarchy was abolished.

The constitution of December 4, 1947, modeled after that of 
the U.S.S.R., provides that the unicameral National Assembly shall
be the supreme organ of government. The National Assembly is elected

• --------------------
17Luman H. Long, The World Almanac and Book of Facta? (1969 

Edit ion ? New York: Newspaper Enterprises Association, 1968), 
p. 492
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for a four-year term and choses the Presidium and Premier.

It was admitted to the U.N. in 1955 and is a member of the 
Warsaw Pact.1®

Since February, 1948, Czechoslovakia has been a unitary 
socialist republic composed of two Slav nations—the Czechs and the 
Slovaks—with a socialist constitution, nationalized industry, and one- 
state elections. The Czechs number over 8,000,000 and Slovaks about 
4,000,000. In addition, there are same 450,000 Hungarians, 200,000 
Germans, 200,000 gypsies, 100,000 Ruthenian-Ukrainians and 100,000 
Poles. Large numbers of Hungarians were moved out of Slovakia 
and many Slovaks soon were moved from Hungary to Slovakia in 1945-46.
An estimated 3,000,000 Germans were transferred to Germany under 
the Potsdam Agreement.

In February, 1948, a visis resulted in the resignation of 12 
anti-Coramunist ministers and Benes accepted a new Gottwald Cabinet 
on February 25. Jan Masaryk, son of Thomas Masaryk, had not resigned 
as Foreign Minister. He was found dead March 10, apparently a suicide 
but there was widespread speculation he was murdered.

In May, 1948, a new constitution was approved by the constituent 
assembly; Benes refused to sign it. On May 30, the voters were offered 
a one-slate ballot and the Communists won full control. Benes resigned 
June 7, Gottwald became President and Benes died September 3rd.

18Ibid., p. 498
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The present constitution, announced in July, 1960, reorganized 
the nation into a highly centralized state. It has a National 
Assembly of 300 and a Slovak National Council, the latter limited 
to regional matters.

In January, 1968, a liberalization movement spread explosively 
through Czechoslovakia. Antonin Novotny, long the Communist boss 
of the nation, was deposed as party leader and succeeded by 
Alexander Dubcek, a Slovak who declared he intended to make Communism 
democratic. On March 22, Novotny resigned as President and was 
succeeded by General Ludvik Svoboda. On April 6, Premier Joseph 
Lenart resigned and was succeeded by Oldrich Cernik, whose new 
cabinet was pledged to carry out democratization and economic reforms.

In July, 1968, the U.S.S.R. and four hard-core Warsaw Pact 
nations demanded an end to liberalization. At summit meetings held 
in Czechoslovakia, it was apparently agreed the nation could continue 
these policies. But on August 20, Russian, Polish, East German, 
Hungarian and Bulgarian military forces invaded Czechoslovakia.19

The East German state was proclaimed in the Soviet sector of 
Berlin on October 7, 1949. Wilhelm Pieck was named President, 
reelected October 7, 1953, and October 7, 1957 (died September 7, I960)? 
Willi Stoph, Minister-President, or prime minister? Walter Ulbricht, 
Communist party secretary? deputy prime minister. A ministry of 
state security, the S.S.D., and a militarised People’s Police were 
organized.

19Ibid., p. 508
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The Soviet Union proclaimed East Germany a sovereign republic 
on March 26, 1954, but kept Soviet troops there on grouns of security 
and the four-power Potsdam agreement.

Parliament approved a constitutional amendment on September 12, 
1960, that abolished the Presidency, replacing it with a new Council 
of State designated as East Germany’s highest governing body, with 
Walter Ulbricht as Chairman.

Ulbricht negotiated a treaty with Poland placing Poland’s 
boundary at the line formed by the Oder and Neisse Rivers. The 
United States registered its disapproval, declaring that it violated 
the Potsdam agreement and that no boundaries could be settled 
"unilaterally or bilaterally" outside a peace treaty. East Germany 
also ratified an agreement with Czechoslovakia, accepting the expul
sion of over 2,000,000 Germans from the Sudeten land as "permanent and 
just". Its industry was integrated with that of the Soviet Union.

Parliament abolished, in 1952, the five traditional provinces 
of East Germany as administrative units in favor of 14 districts of 
217 counties. Brandenburg, Mecklenburg, Saxony and Thuringia were 
divided into three districts alone, Saxony-Anhalt into two.

Coincident with the entrance of the Federal Republic (West 
Germany), into the European Defense Community on May 27, 1952, the 
East German government decreed a prohibited zone three miles deep along 
its 600-mile border with West Germany, separated Berlin’s telephone
system into two sections and cut many of its lines to the West
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Berlin was further divided, 1953-1961, by reduction of crossing points 
and erection of a fortified wall, but the exodus of refugees from East 
Germany into Western sectors continued though on a much smaller scale.

In elections to the Volkskammer in 1956, the single list of 
National Front (Communist) candidates received 99.89% of the eligible 
vote.

The regime signed a 20-year treaty of friendship and cooperation 
with the U.S.S.R. on June 12, 1964. The treaty stated that it did 
not constitute a formal peace treaty.

East Germany suffered severe economic problems until the mid- 
1960’s. A "new economic system" was introduced, using the former 
central planning controls and allowing factories to make "profits" 
provided they were reinvested in operations or distributed to workers 
as bonuses. By 1967, East German figures showed the gross national 
product had risen to 52 billion dollars ($52,000,000,000) from 35 
billion ($35,000,000,000) in 1960. But living standards were still 
far below those of West Germany.

On April 8, 1968, a new constitution, announced as approved by
94.49% of the voters, went into effect. It reaffirmed Communist
one-party rule and close ties with the U.S.S.R. and declared German 

2ftreunification could "take place only on the basis of socialism".

In Hungary, a Soviet-type constitution was adopted on August 18, 
1949, which vests power in Parliament and a Presidium. Parliament

20Ibid., p. 516.
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since 1953, consists of a group of deputies numbering one to every 
32,000 population, elected for four-year terms. Hungary is a mem
ber of the U.N. and the Warsaw Pact.

Since Communism gained control, all industries have been 
nationalized and an intensive campaign has been conducted to es
tablish cooperatives, and increase farm production. Since 1962 the 
regime has encouraged privately owned farm plots which produce 63% 
of the total farm production as essential to the country's well
being.

Premier Imre Nagy, in office since mid-1953, was ousted for 
his moderate policy of favoring agriculture and consumer production, 
on April 18, 1955? he was succeeded by Andvas Hegedus.

In 1956, popular demands for the ousting of Evno Gero, 
Hungarian Communist party secretary, and for formation of a new 
government by Imre Nagy, resulted in the latter's appointment on 
October 23, but demonstrations against Communist rule in Budapest 
developed into open revolt when the Security Police fired on the 
people. Gero called in Soviet armed forces to crush the rioting as 
Revolutionary Councils spread through the country. The insurrection 
appeared halted by October 28, when Premier Nagy announced the 
Soviet Union had agreed to withdraw its troops from Hungary. How
ever, by November 1, Soviet forces again surrounded Budapest and, 
despite Nagy's protests to the U.S.S.R. and the U.N., launched a 
massive surprise attack against the city on November 4 with an 
estimated 200,000 troops, 2,500 tanks and armored cars.
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The bid for free government was crushed. Estimates of casual
ties varied from 6,500 to 32,000 dead. Many rebels were reported 
executed and thousands deported. Between 170,000 and 196,000 
persons fled the country. The U.S. received 38,248 under a refugee 
emergency program. In the spring of 1963 the regime freed many anti 
Conmunists and captives from the revolution in a sweeping amnesty.

Premier Nagy was removed in November, 1956, and Janos Kadar 
installed as the Soviet-sponsored Premier. Kadar also became First 
Secretary of the Patriotic People’s Front (Communist party) in 1957. 
He stepped out of the Premier's post in June, 1965 and was succeeded 
by Deputy Premier Gyula Kallai, but remained party leader. In 
April, 1967, Kallai became President of Parliament and Jeno Fock 
became Prime Minister.21

Before World War II, Poland’s population was 34,775,698 and 
its area 150,470 square miles. In compensation for 69,860 square 
miles ceded to the U.S.S.R. in 1945, Poland received approximately 
40,000 square miles of German territory east of the Oder-Neisse 
line comprising Silesia, Pomerania, West Prussia, and part of East 
Prussia. This has not been recognized by the west.

The 1952 constitution describes Poland as a people’s republic 
with a parliament elected for four-year terms by direct ballot. The 
parliament elects a Council of State and a Council of Ministers 
(cabinet). The office of President was abolished.

21Ibid., pp. 519-520
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During 12 years of rule by Stalinist extremists, large estates 
were abolished, industry was nationalized, schools secularized and 
some Roman Catholic prelates jailed. Farm production fell off.
Harsh working conditions caused a riot by workmen in Poznan on June 
28-29, 1956, which was surpressed by troops with 44 dead, hundreds 
injured and 1,000 imprisoned.

A new politburo committed to the development of Polish Commu
nism independent of Russian control, was elected in October, 1956, 
with Wladyslaw Gomulka as First Secretary of the Communist party.

Beginning in March, 1968, following student unrest, a purge
of many old-like party officials, including numerous Jews, was
launched. It was believed led by a nationalist wing within the party.
The "Anti-Zionist" feature of the purge was denied? Gomulka sought 

22to moderate the campaign.

In Romania, following the abdication of King Michael I in 1947, 
land owners were dispossessed and practically all banks, factories 
and transportation units were nationalized under the Communist regime. 
A new constitution on the Soviet model was voted September 24, 1952.
A modification, in March, 1961, replaced the Presidium with the State 
Council, elected by the Grand National Assembly from its own member
ship. The Assembly, as supreme organ of state power, has 465 deputies, 
elected for four-year terms from one-list slates.

On August 22, 1965, a new constitution proclaimed Romania a

22Ibid., p. 543.
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Socialist, rather than People’s Republic. Since 1966, Romania has 
adopted an increasingly independent attitude toward the U.S.S.R. and 
for greater control of their own armed forces with the Warsaw Pact.23

In Yugoslavia, the constituent assembly proclaimed Yugoslavia 
a Republic on November 29, 1945. It became a federated republic on 
January 31, 1946, and Marshal Tito, a Communist, became head of the 
government. By terms of a treaty with Italy, the greater part of 
Venezia-Giulia, Zara, Pelagosa and adjacent islands were ceded to 
Yugoslavia.

The Stalin policy of dictating the Communist line to all Communist 
nations was rejected by Marshal Tito. He accepted economic aid and 
military equipment from the U.S., and received aid in foreign trade 
also from France and Great Britain.

In 1968, President Tito supported the liberalization government 
of Czechoslovakia.

Yugoslavia is governed by the President, a cabinet (Federal 
Executive Council), and a parliament (Federal Assembly), from which 
cabinet members are drawn. The Assembly is composed of five chambers 
which deal with economic, political, health and cultural matters.

A new constitution was approved by Parliament on April 7, 1963, 
replacing that in force since 1946. It made the country's official 
name the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, limited political

23Ibid., pp. 544-545.
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parties to the Communists and the Communist-dominated Socialist 
Alliance of Working People, and provided that future presidents be 
elected by parliament and restricted to two consecutive four-year 
terms. A new office of Vice President was created. The ballot is se 
cret and freedom of worship is guaranteed. Tito was reelected 
President for four more years in May, 1967.

In 1966, President Tito ousted Vice President Aleksandar 
Rankovic after a hidden microphone was found in President Tito’s 
home? Rankovic had been in charge of the secret police. Write 
Mihajlo Mihajlov was sentenced to a year in prison for writings pub
lished abroad. In a reorganization of the Communist party. President 
Tito, 74, added a new title of President of the League of Communists, 
in place of General Secretary.24

Added to this history is the fact that Marshal Tito, in 1967, 
freed Yugoslav literary figure Milovan Djilas, after a long imprison
ment for anti-Communist writings.

Recent events of Communist East European history merit special 
examination. Among these are: the Warsaw Pact invasion of 
Czechoslovakia on August 20, 1968? the fire-suicide attempt of 
Czech student Jan Palach on January 16, 1969? and Russian and East 
German pressure against the holding of West German elections in West 
Berlin beginning on February 9, 1969.

The August 21, 1968 edition of the Great Falls Tribune relates

24Ibid., p. 567
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the military invasion of Czechoslovakia by the Soviet Union, Poland,
Hungary, Bulgaria, and East Germany thus:

Prague radio announced Wednesday that Russian and Soviet 
bloc troops made a lightning thrust into Czechoslovakia late 
Tuesday night.

The armed move-in, climaxing months of crises in Eastern 
Europe over Czechoslovakia’s liberalizing break with ole-like 
Communism, began at about 11:00 p.m., Prague time, the broadcast 
said.

U.S. monitors said the Prague broadcast announced that 
troops of the Soviet Union, Poland, East Germany, Hungary and 
Bulgaria had crossed the Czechoslovak frontiers.

In Washington President Johnson called an emergency meeting 
of the National Security Council as soon as he received word of 
the development...

In Britain, Prime Minister Harold Wilson cut short his 
summer vacation to deal with the crisis.

The Prague broadcast said the border crossings came with 
no forewarning to the Prague leadership. But it called on the 
population not to resist the advancing troops.

The broadcast came at 2:00 a.m. when most of the people of 
Prague were asleep and unaware of trouble.

Unusual activity was reported at the Prague airport, with 
jet fighters apparently landing.

In Vienna, the Austrian Interior Ministry said travel to 
Czechoslovakia from the West had been barred since early morning.
An official said tanks were blocking the bridge at Bratislava, 
provincial capital of Slovakia, 35 miles east-southeast of Vienna.

The Vienna official said travelers could not determine whether 
the tanks were Russian or Czechoslovak. But the Interior Ministry 
had information that Soviet tanks were moving into Czechoslovakia 
from Hungary.

It was in Hungary nearly 12 years ago that massive tank- 
supported Soviet forces crushed the historic rebellion of 
freedom fighters and reinstalled Soviet-line rule.

The Soviet government newspaper Izvestia complained Tuesday 
night that Sudeten Germans were staging a "revengist bacchanalia” 
over Czechoslovak territory that Germany lost after World War II.
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The Sudetenland Is a Czechoslovak frontier territory which 
had a population of about 3 million Germans and 800 Czechoslovaks 
before world war II.

The Munich agreement of September 29, 1938, opened the 
door for Adolf Hitler’s occupation of the Sudetenland as peace 
started to crumble in Europe.

The Germans were expelled after the allies won the war.
The early morning broadcast called on the population to remain 
calm. It said neither the Czechoslovak array nor the people’s 
militia have been called out to defend the country.

"This procedure—the move-in—goes against basic rights of 
states and relations between Socialist countries", the broadcast 
said.

The move-in followed a confrontation of Soviet and 
Czechoslovak leaders late in July and a broader meeting early 
in August of the Czechoslovaks with Russia and its hard-line 
allies. The others failed to halt the Communist reform move
ment in Prague.

The July meeting at the Village of Cierna, a mile from 
the Soviet border, brought the top Kremlin leaders to Czechoslo
vakia. The broader meeting was held in Bratislava, capital of 
Slovakia...25

Thus has history recorded the five-nation Warsaw Pact invasion 
of liberalization-minded Czechoslovakia.

Another detailed study of the invasion of August 20, 1968 notes:
In the weeks after last August’s Warsaw Pact invasion of 

Czechoslovakia, the Soviet Union issued 4 million copies of a 
book titled "On Events in Czechoslovakia”. Ccaranonly known as 
"The White Book", the Soviet propaganda tract purported to prove 
that armed intervention was the only alternative to the 
"counter-revolution" under way in Czechoslovakia* * Then, two 
weeks ago, the Institute of History of the Czechoslovak Academy 
of Sciences came out with its answer to the Russians—a meticu
lously documented, 494-page book (quietly distributed in limited 
numbers to intellectuals) titled "Seven Days in Prague". Among 
other things, the unidentified authors of "The Black Book” reveal 
that (1) collaborators in Prague’s State Security force were 
informed of the forthcoming Soviet invasion; (2) Soviet KGB agents 
arrived in Czechoslovakia three days in advance to prepare the 
way for the Russian tanks; and (3) the Soviets came within a 
hairs breadth of settling up a collaborationist government in

nc* "Russian, Polish, East German Armies Cross Czech Border", 
Great Falls Tribune, Aug. 21, 1968, pp. 1-2.
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Prague. Following are scsne excerpts:
Tuesday, Aug. 20

4 p.m. An extraordinary conference of selected members 
of Czechoslovakians State Security forces, headed by Deputy Minis
ter of the Interior Viliam Salgovic, was held [.seven hours before 
the invasion] at which the plan for the occupation of Czechoslo
vakia was divulged and members were assigned tasks for the night 
of Aug. 20-21... The Second Department,_ for example, was given the job of surrounding all capitalist lembassieaf and the 
Yugoslav and Rumanian embassies to prevent Czechoslovak citizens 
from seeking asylum at these places. The Seventh Department had 
the job, on the direct order of Lt. Col. Josef Rypl, of preventing 
Czechoslovak radio stations from broadcasting any Central Committee 
proclamations.

Around 6 p.m. The then general director of the Czech 
News Agency, Miroslav Sulek, returned unexpectedly from a vaca
tion in the Soviet Union and ordered that no news about Czecho
slovakia was to be sent abroad without his permission.

Around 11 p.m. Military units of the Soviet Union, Poland, 
Hungary, East Germany and Bulgaria—estimated during the first 
phase of the operation at 200,000 men and later at half a million- 
crossed the state borders of Czechoslovakia.

During the night. Shortly after midnight, two gigantic 
airplanes with Soviet markings touched down at Ruzyne Airport 
and several dozen armed Soviet soldiers jumped out... The 
shame of traitor and collaborationist must be attributed to 
Colonel Elias, commander of a security squadron in the Ministry 
of Interior, and Lieutenant Colonel Strachovsky, head of passport 
control at Prague airport... At the State Security offices, the 
staff was informed that the Warsaw Pact armies had entered 
Czechoslovakia. Many were astounded and indignant and expressed 
their opposition. Several of the leaders, such as Lieutenant 
Colonel Vanek, ordered such opponents to "mind their own 
business'*... Vanek did not shrink from making demeaning remarks 
about Lliberal] Interior Minister Josef Pavel. "That clown is 
probably hiding somewhere in a cellar", he said.

In the first hours of the invasion. An anonymous eyewit
ness account of the meeting of the Presidium of the Czechoslovak 
Communist Party: "I happened, by pure chance, to be present 
at the discussion and I can assure you that my information is ab
solutely authentic... From time to time Comrade Oldrich Cernik
the Premier left the conference room to use the telephone.

Because of certain reports that were circulating, he asked 
Comrade Martin Dzur Minister of Defense for information about 
the situation at our frontiers. At exactly 11:40 p.m.. Comrade 
Cernik returned from the telephone for the last time and told
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the Presidiums ’Forces of the five parties have crossed our 
frontiers and have begun to occupy our country’. Pandemonium 
broke out. The majority of the members were shocked. As far 
as I could see, it did not seem as if Vasil Bilak or Alois 
Indra [two leading conservativesj were surprised and I don’t 
think that Oldrich Svestka 'another conservative was either.
Then Comrade Alexander Dubcek /Ehe Czechoslovak party chief] 
read a letter from Soviet Communist Party Secretary Brezhnev, 
received Monday night. In the letter—of which no one had had 
any previous knowledge—Brezhnev reproached our party for not 
adhering to the Cierna and Bratislava agreements (at which, 
less than a month before, Prague and Moscow had apparently 
reached a modus vivendij and said that counter-revolutionary 
tendencies were constantly increasing. While reading the letter, 
Comrade Dubeek immediately reacted to certain passages. He 
said, for instance: ‘They ignore the real situation. After all, 
we are taking measures’. Then Dubcek continued reading the 
letter in which—and I want to stress this—there was not a 
single remark or indication that the allies intended to settle 
the affair by means of the military occupation of Czechoslovakia. 
Comrade Dubcek gave his word of honor as a Communist that he 
had had no inkling that anyone would want to take such a step 
against us... Comrade Dubcek exclaimed: ’How is it possible? I 
have devoted all ray life to cooperation with the Soviet Union, 
and now they have done this to me. This is the tragedy of my own 
life*. I saw tears in Dubcek’s eyes. Then, composing himself, 
he called the meeting to order and said that he wanted to 
prepare the draft of a proclamation... I left the Central 
Committee building precisely at the moment when a black Volga 
limousine, belonging to the Soviet Embassy, was approaching 
at the head of a column of three armored vehicles".
Wednesday, Aug. 21

Around 3 a.m. Soviet parachutists broke into the office 
of the Premier and placed all the officials present against the 
wall. Premier Cernik was then led away at bayonet point.

At about 9 a.m._ Several people gathered in the office of 
Col. Buhumil Molnar jChief of State Security for the Prague 
RegionJ ... Molnar pointed at three members of the Soviet KGB 
and said that they would go_with the Czech agents to the Central 
Committee to take Dubcek, [National Assembly Presidentj 
Josef Smrkovsky, Frantisek Kriegel Ca liberal member of the 
Presidium] and interior Minister] Pavel into custody. They 
were to be brought back to the regional headquarters of State 
Security. Someone asked whether pistols should be taken.
Molnar said, "yes".

Shortly after 2 p.m. Dubcek, Smrkovsky and other leading 
liberals were transported from the building of the Central 
Committee in a Soviet armored carrier... At the_Interior Minis
try, it was no secret that as early as Aug. 17 Lthree days
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before the invasion.] a special airplane arrived at Ruzyne Air
port carrying members of the Soviet KGB and that they, together 
with leaders of the Czechoslovak State Security, prepared the 
measures for the occupation... When the Soviets led Smrkovsky 
and Kriegel into the State Security office, they had to raise their 
hands and were searched. Even Dubcek had to be searched... The 
KGB took control of the Central Committee building... A 
colleague of Drahomir Kulder ja conservative Presidium member! 
helped provide lists of employees of the Central Committee.
Next to each name, ihej made a notation, either "good” or not. 
Thursday, Aug. 22

12:40 p.m. Not far from the Central Committee building, 
a member of a Soviet unit committed suicide.

Later in the afternoon. From well-informed sources we 
have learned that, before his arrest and evacuation in the 
transport of the occupation armies, Dubcek smuggled out a secret 
note addressed to the citizens of Prague. He requested the 
workers of the Ninth Prague District to keep the factories in 
good repair and keep the people in the factories together.
In the present situation, the note ended, the concentration of 
strength is the capital’s guarantee and defense—which, in 
case of need, it may be necessary to use.
Friday, Aug. 23

9:30 a.m. President Ludvik Svoboda and his company took 
off for Moscow.
Saturday, Aug. 24

8 a.m. On information supplied by Interior Minister Pavel, 
the Czechoslovak Government has dismissed Deputy Interior Minis
ter Salgovic... Colonels Molnar and Rypl are also dismissed.

12:40 p.m. Czechoslovak radio reports that Soviet heli
copters have been flying over Prague all morning trying to lo
cate clandestine radio transmitters.

1:50 p.m. Czechoslovak radio reports members of the 
Bulgarian and Soviet armies accidentally exchanged fire this 
morning on Liben Bridge.
Sunday, Aug. 25

Before dawn. Members of Soviet Security forced their 
way into the building of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and 
searched all the offices.

7:15 p.m. Airplanes from Moscow are bringing more members
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of Soviet Security. At the airport, these security officials 
are changing into civilian clothes of Czechoslovak manufacture. 
They carry the passes of our police and the identification of 
our citizens, as well as a great deal of money in new banknotes.

Prom an interview with an unidentified woman, believed 
to be Svoboda’s wife. "GSvobod&J called me shortly after mid
night on August 23 and informed me that he was preparing to go 
to Moscow HEo negotiate with the Russian leaders’ . In the 
morning around 6 o'clock, he called me again and said that the 
situation had changed. He apparently had news that, without 
his agreement, a new i_collaborationis£j government was to be 
named !~by the Soviets? and that he would not go to Moscow. 
However, at ten minutes before 8, he informed me that he would 
fly to Moscow after all. Apparently, after a long conversation, 
Soviet Ambassador Stepan Chervonenko told the President that 
the Soviets were willing to meet him...”
Monday, Aug. 26

In the evening. It is the sixth day of the occupation. 
Prague has 314 wounded, 110 of whom are lying in the hospitals. 
Twenty-two are dead. The doctors are getting new experience— 
in war surgery... At the hospital in Prantisek, there is one 
dead. His name was Semionovic and he was a Soviet soldier.
His death was as bizarre as everything else. There was an 
accidental burst of fire from the gun that he carried on his 
shoulder. His armed comrades instinctively responded to the 
shots they riddled him with bullets.26

So the Czechoslovaks have preserved a significant record of 
the events surrounding the August 20, 1968 invasion of their country.

The world was shocked on January 16, 1969, by the fire-suicide 
attempt of twenty-one-year-old Jan Palach, a Czech student in 
Prague, who died a few days after his self-immolation in Prague's 
Wenceslas Square. His protest against Soviet occupation of Czecho
slovakia is recorded thus:

Jan Palach, the 21-year-old student who set himself afire 
• as a protest for freedom, died Sunday after telling a colleague

that "my act has fulfilled its purpose”.
Nothing since the Soviet-led invasion itself last August

26 "The Invasion: Prague's...Own Story", Newsweek (Dayton, Ohio) 
Vol. LXXII, No. 25 (Dec. 16, 1968), pp. 54-55.

t
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has so deeply affected the emotions of the people. And it was 
clear Sunday night that the immolation has given occupied 
Czechoslovakia new courage and a new symbol.

When his death was announced on the radio at 5 p.m. the 
woman commentator’s voice cracked and even through the ensuing 
newscast she was obviously weeping.

In Wenceslas Square Sunday night, where the youth lit the 
match to his clothing on Thursday, young people marched in a 
candle-light ceremony.

Carrying black flags of mourning and the red, white and 
blue Czechoslovak flag, they walked quietly up the wide avenue, 
past the statue of Wenceslas, to the dry fountain where Jan poured 
an inflammable fluid over himself.

The fountain in front of the National Museum, which still 
bears the scars of Soviet bullets, was surrounded by hundreds 
of people, many of whom placed candles and wreaths around it. 
Others gathered in silence around the equestrian Wenceslas statue 
50 yards away where an earlier memorial was created to honor 
those killed in the invasion. It too was aglow with candles.
All along the avenue copies of the letter left by the student 
were posted on windows, and its clear indication that other 
students had agreed to follow his example to protest the loss of 
Czechoslovak freedoms, continued to cause widespread concern.

The government itself, which has been placing new emphasis 
on unity these days, is particularly worried that the incident 
could touch off new demonstrations and strikes. The expressions 
of sympathy from students and workers show clear disaffections 
with the course of government policy and the slow pace of the 
liberalization movement.

As expressions of sympathy began arriving from abroad, the 
leaders of Czechoslovakia sent a telegram to the student's mother 
saying they were "deeply moved” by the “sacrifice of your son".

The telegram, whose signers included President Ludwik 
Svoboda and Alexander Dubcek, the first secretary of the Communist 
party, said "we know well that he was led to this by his genuine 
and honest love of his country".

The other signers were Premier Oldrich Cernik and Josef 
Smrkovsky, chairman of the National Assembly and a student

• favorite who will soon be demoted to a second-ranking legislative
post.

Radio and television Sunday night carried dramatic appeals 
to students to remain calm and refrain from such acts. Ludek 
Pachman, mathematician and chess champion, gave his telephone
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number and urged all those who had joined in an immolation pact 
with Jan to talk to him.

"I have bever betrayed you", he said. "I shall not betray 
you. To live for a great ideal is more difficult and more impor
tant than to die for one. Without your lives, this society 
cannot succeed.*.'

Radio brought the voice of Lubos Holocek, a colleague of 
Jan at the Philosophical Faculty of Charles University, who 
visited the student at the hospital Sunday morning. One of the 
early leaders of the student agitation for liberalization,
Holocek said his friend asked that this message be passed to 
the country:

"My act has fulfilled its purpose, but let nobody else do 
it. It will be better if they don't do it anymore. Let them 
try to save those students, tell them to give their whole lives 
to the fulfillment of our aims. Let them all join you. Let 
the living ones make the efforts in the struggle.

"I say good bye. We may still see each other."
Palach's letter, which urged people to "remember August", 

called for an end of censorship and a ban on distribution of 
Zpravy, the Czech-languag^ propaganda newspaper published by the 
Soviet occupation force.
Jan Palach has become a symbol of all of the people of Communist 

East Europe in their struggle for freedom. His was a rash act, but 
his were altruistic intentions.

Recently, Communist East Germany has sought to discourage West 
German Federal elections, scheduled for March 5, 1969, in West Berlin, 
110 miles deep inside Communist territory. The initial steps in the 
development of the latest Communist East European crisis are outlined 
as follows:

Communist East Germany announced Sunday a sweeping ban that 
bars travel to and from Berlin to West German parliament and 
state legislature members due to elect a new federal president 
March 5.

The official news agency ADN said the ban will take effect 
Feb. 15.

27"Student's Immolation Stirs Czech People", Great Fa11b 
Tribune, Jan. 20, 1969, pp. 1-2.
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President Nixon is scheduled to visit West Berlin Peb. 27 
and could find himself faced with a growing crisis.

West Berlin police officers and customs officers at Helmstedt 
in West Germany disclosed, meanwhile that Communist processing 
of autobahn motorists to and from West Berlin, 110 miles inside 
East Germany, has been slower than usual since Friday.

A Helmstedt customs spokesman reached by telephone said 
there was no evidence the East German slowdown, causing delays 
of up to three hours, was politically connected. He said 
travelers’ accounts indicated the East Germans were giving 
passports and passport pictures a closer look than before.

The new East German transit ban affects not only 1,036 
delegates to the federal assembly that will elect a successor to 
retiring President Heinrich Luebke, but some 300 co-workers 
and all members of the West German armed forces as well.

There was no mention of the air links with West Germany 
that saved the city during the Russian blockade of 1948-49.

Mayor Klaus Schultz of West Berlin called the ban a 
serious matter but added:

"There is no basis for hysteria."
He called on the West German government to do what it 

considered necessary for Berlin, "not more and not less". He 
did not elaborate.

Informed sources in Bonn reported the West German govern
ment had begun discussions with representatives of the Western 
allies, the United States, Britain and France, who have responsi
bility for West Berlin

There was no immediate official comment from the allies 
in Bonn or Berlin.28

Thus, Communist East Germany continues to pursue a policy of Stalinist 
regression. The latest Communist East European crisis may well be 
a test of freedom against tyranny. If even the slightest conclusions 
can be squeezed from the East Germans, then freedom will have made 
yet another inroad into a suppressed Eastern Europe.

28"New travel ban imposed to Berlin", Montana Standard (Butte), 
Feb. 10, 1969, p. 7.



CHAPTER POUR

DEVELOPMENT

The development of freedom in Communist East Europe has been 
a controlled, limited, gradual, and, in seme cases, almost imper
ceptible movement. But the fact that such a movement exists at all 
signals the decline of the Marxist influence in Communist East 
Europe and the emergence of a spirit of freedom in the area, with 
possibilities of a return to democracy on the part of all eight 
nations, even if this is to come only in the distant future. 
Yugoslavia leads the way thus far, for Tito has broken ties with 
the Soviet Union and has instituted a number of democratic reforms. 
Czechoslovakia now stands as runner-up to Yugoslavia in the develop
ment of freedom in Communist East Europe, with the liberalization 
program of Alexander Dubcek nearly strangled, but not destroyed, by 
the Warsaw Pact invasion of August 20, 1968. Romania falls into 
third place in free development, for although Nicolae Ceausescu 
has maintained rigid Communist control in internal affairs, he has 
steered his country on an increasingly independent course from 
Soviet direction. Janos Kadar's Hungary ranks fourth, as the man 
regarded by most of his people as a traitor in 1956 has now become

• Hungary’s architect of very slow and very moderate reforms aimed in
the direction of freedom. In fifth place stands Poland, for although 
Gomulka is a conservative Communist, he has implemented such reforms

38
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as the dissolution of collectivized farms. Albania would have to 
be placed sixth, in view of its defection from the Soviet Camp and 
subsequent alignment with Communist Red China, though Enver Hoxha 
maintains vestiges of Stalinist repression in the internal affairs 
of his country. Bulgaria would be ranked seventh in free develop
ment, for Tudor Zhivkov's regime has always been completely and 
blindly obedient to Russia's dictates. Eighth and last of the 
Communist East European nations is free development is East Germany, 
stronghold of dictator Walter Ulbricht, an inhuman Stalinist, a 
cowardly and fearful puppet, and one of the most odious political 
figures in all of World history.

J. F. Brown's book, The New Eastern Europet The Khruschev 
Era and After, provides some startling insights into free develop
ment in Communist East Europe. One of the basic flaws of this work 
is its omission of Yugoslavia from examination. Brown treats all 
seven other Eastern European countries in depth, but he sometimes 
omits Albania from treatment under certain topics. Nevertheless, 
his work still remains an excellent study of the development of 
freedom in Communist East Europe.

Brown analyzes the political development of six Communist 
East European states: Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, East Germany, 
Hungary, Poland, and Romania. Yugoslavia and Albania are omitted. 
According to Brown, one development giving impetus to freedom in 
Eastern Europe was the Twenty-second Congress of the Communist Party 
of the Soviet Union, held in the fall of 1961 in Moscow. In their



40

meeting, Soviet Premier Nikita S. Khruschev advanced a de- 
Stalinization program which encouraged liberal reforms in the 
Communiat East European states. Some nations welcomed Khruschev’a 
program, while others shunned it.

In Bulgaria, vulko Chervenkov acceded to power in 1949, modeling 
his state after the model provided by Joseph Stalin, himself, in the 
Soviet Union. The death of Stalin in March, 1953, signaled the 
slow demise of Chervenkov in Bulgaria. Tudor Zhivkov, a protege 
of Chervenkov, rose to become First Secretary of the Bulgarian 
Communist Party in 1954, and was able to force Chervenkov out of the 
premier position by 1956. This development represented the end of 
Stalinism in Bulgaria and the beginning of an era in which reforms 
leading to freedom in all spheres of life would become possible.
But Zhivkov’s regime is still essentially conservative and relatively 
inflexible, in comparison with the regimes of other Communist East
European states. Zhivkov also lacks popular support in Bulgaria and

29depends directly on Moscow for political survival. "

In Czechoslovakia, from 1948 to 1953, Element Gottwald installed 
a Communiat regime, which drove an advanced economy into the ground. In 
1953, Gottwald died, and Antonin Novotny rose to power. Novotny 
developed strong personal ties with Premier Khruschev of Russia, 
but an economic crisis in 1962-1963 forced him to launch an imagina-

• tive economic reform in Czechoslovakia, beginning in 1964. The 
economic state of the nation was so critical that Novotny had to 
implement root-and-branch changes in Czechoslovakia’s entire

29 J. P. Brown, The New Eastern Europe: The Khruschev Bra and 
After (New York and Washington: Frederick A. Praeger, 1966), pp.6-19.
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economical structure.30

In Communist East Germany, Walter Ulbricht launched an economic 
reform in 1964, similar to Novotny's reform in Czechoslovakia. His 
regime was forced to make some concessions to the East German 
peopel, who were and are motivated by the desire for reunification 
with West Germany. The people were isolated from the West by the 
building of the infamous Berlin Wall, beginning on August 13, 1961. 
Finding themselves unable to flee from Ulbricht, the people of East 
Germany pressured the Communist regime into providing not only a 
sweeping economic reform, but also relaxation of controls on free 
speech and release of some 10,000 political prisoners under a general 
amnesty.31

In Hungary, Premier Imre Nagy attempted to put into effect a 
"new course" of gradual reform, from 1953 to 1955. Following the 
failure of the 1956 revolution, Nagy was executed by the Janos 
Kadar regime in 1958, while Kadar, initially regarded by the 
Hungarian people as a traitor who collaborated with Khruschev to 
crush the 1956 rebellion, endeavored to build a base of popular 
support with his own "new course". Kadar made remarkable progress 
toward the de-Stalinization of Hungary after 1956. The Hungarian 
Communists attempted to improve relations with the Catholic Church. 
Cardinal Mindszenty was isolated in the American Legation in 
Budapest, where he sought and received asylum in 1956. But the

30Ibid., pp. 20-33.
31Ibid., pp. 34-39.
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Hungarian state concluded an agreement with the Vatican in 1964, 
regarding the filling of long-vacant Catholic bishoprics in that 
country. This was the first such pact ever concluded between the 
Vatican and a Communist nation. Kadar also permitted youth to 
travel abroad, with the hope of establishing Hungarian influence 
in the West. When they returned from travels abroad, these young 
people established the Western influence in Hungary.32

In 1956, Wladyslaw Gomulka rose to power in Poland. He put 
forth what has since been called the "new policy of October, 1956". 
Its main features were four: 1. the discontinuance of police 
terror; 2. a relative freedom of cultural and creative activity;
3. a modus vivendi between Church and State; and 4. the guarantee 
of private ownership in agriculture. A fifth—improvement of rela
tions with the West, especially in the United States--was later 
added. Actually, Gomulka felt strongly only about the first point, 
the discontinuance of police terror. Since the Polish economic 
system under collectivization of agriculture proved to be unworkable, 
collectivization was abandoned after 1956, and today eighty-seven 
percent of the arable land in Poland is privately-owned. The 
Gomulka regime retracted the other three reforms and has embarked 
on a course of retrogression, in which the Polish state has grad
ually encroached on the personal freedom of the people. This trend 
continues today. But the state has not succeeded in dominating all

32Ibid., pp. 40-47.
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phases of life. In the Polish countryside, the village Priest, and 
not the local party secretary, is the ultimate authority to whom the 
people refer. Gomulka’s regime has attempted to discredit Cardinal 
Wyszynski, the Catholic primate of Poland, but has apparently failed.33

In Romania, Georghe Gheorghio-Dej succeeded in expelling from 
power a staunch Stalinist clique led by a woman, Ana Pauker. As this 
occurred in 1952, Gheorghio-Dej later claimed that he was the first 
Communist East European leader to begin a process of de-Stalinization— 
almost a full year before Stalin himself died in Russia. It was 
Gheorghio-Dej who launched Romania on a course of independence from 
Soviet direction, in 1963. Gheorghio-Dej died in March, 1965, 
and was replaced by a relatively young figure, Nicolae Ceausescu, 
who accelerated and amplified his predecessor’s independence policy. 
Under Ceausescu, there has been considerable relaxation of party 
control over such areas as the cultural and the academic in Romanian 
national life. A "socialist” constitution, promulgated in June,
1965, guarantees individual liberties, to a limited essential extent, 
But Ceausescu has emphasized that abuses of the limited freedoms he 
has granted will not be tolerated.34

In concluding political development, Brown notes that the 
Twentieth Communist Party Congress of the Soviet Union launched the 
first reform wave in Communist East Europe, in 1956. This set in 
motion the developments already discussed in such countries as Poland

33Ibid., pp. 51-63.
34Ibid., pp. 65-71.
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and Hungary. The second wave of reform was the Twenty-second
* Communist Party Congress of the Soviet Union,which, in 1961, set 

the stage for economic reforms which occurred in Czechoslovakia
and East Germany in 1964, and the Romanian independence policy, which 
began in 1963. It is significant that after Khruschev’s fall from 
power, in Russia in October, 1964, the reforms sparred by the 
Twenty-second Soviet Communist Party Congress have continued to 
manifest themselves in Communist East Europe.35

In his section on the development and reform of industry and 
national economy, J. P. Brown examines, again, six Communist East 
European states: Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, East Germany, Hungary, 
Poland, and Romania; again, he omits two, Albania and Yugoslavia.
The Council for Mutual Economic Assistance (COMECON) was established 
in 1949, but was not actually utilized until about 1953. The 
greatest mistake of this period was the failure to develop a raw- 
material and power base. This policy led to two consequences: the 
whole area of Communist East Europe became dependent upon the Soviet 
Union for its industrial, and, in most cases, its agricultural raw 
materials; and the height of domestic industrial resources led 
increasingly to a disparity between the volume planned for the manu
facturing heavy industries and the volume of raw material available.3^

Among the first economic reforms advanced in Communist East
• ____________________

35Ibid., pp. 72-74.
36Ibid., pp. 77-78.
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Europe was a blue-print which called for such improvements as 
decentralization, factory autonomy, accent on the profit motive, 
and a freer play of market forces.

Two economists advanced ideas which had a startling impact 
on both the Soviet Union and her Communist East European satellites. 
On September 9, 1962, Russian Professor Y. G. Liberman wrote an 
article for Pravda in which he contended that profit should be 
regarded as the motor of economic activity. This was unheard of in 
the Communist world. In September, 1964, Czechoslovak Professor 
Josef Goldmann wrote an article for one of his country’s outstanding 
economic journals, in which he claimed that the East European 
economies, especially the smaller, relatively developed industrial 
ones, had shown themselves as susceptible to ’’boom-and-bust” cycles 
as Western capitalist economies. This pronouncement was almost as 
earth-shaking as Liberman’s Pravda article of 1962.38

In Bulgaria, some measure of economic reform was introduced. 
Professor Angel Miloshevski wrote an article on material inactives 
and worker participation, proposing that Bulgaria adopt a worker- 
council system based on the model provided by Yugoslavia, in 
November, 1963. The Bulgarian State itself adopted "non-state fi
nancing” and a system of remuneration and premiums based on profit. 
In May, 1964, Ivan Mironov wrote an article in which he advanced

37Ibid«, p. 83.
^®Ibid., pp. 85-86.
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the nation that wages and capital accumulation be tied to the profit 
level of individual plants. All of these reforms were adopted on an 
experimental basis in Bulgaria in 1964 and 1965.39

In Czechoslovakia, Professor Ota Sik was the first important 
critic of his country’s economical structure. He wrote an article in 
1963 advocating a complete overhaul of the Czechoslovak economy. The 
new economic model adopted by the Novotny regime was characterized by 
three price systems; 1. a controlled fixed-price system; 2. a con
trolled variable price system; and 3. a free price system. Also, 
wages and salaries were to be divided into two parts: 1. basic pay
ments, to be determined nationally; and 2. incentive payments, in 
accordance with an incentive program adopted at each plant.40

In East Germany, the Ulbricht regime was quick to adopt the 
Liberman program. The Communists wrote a series of "Guidelines" in 
which they called for the creation of some eighty associations of 
State-owned enterprises (VVB), to bring about price reforms and the 
re-evaluation of capital assets to provide for a more accurate 
estimate of production costs and a stricter use of capital materials. 
Also, the East German wage and premium system was revamped. Profits 
were to be the major indicator of success or failure of an economic 
enterprise, and market re£^)tions were gradually to take one place of 

any central directives. Ulbricht was determined to make the price

39Ibid., pp. 87-93.
40Ibid., 95-99.
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reform work in order to attract the support of his technical in
telligentsia. 41

In Hungary, the most pragmatic of measures introduced by the 
Kadar regime was the five percent interest rate fixed on gross fixed 
and working capital in January, 1964, The principal limits of their 
measure were these: 1. to stimulate a more intensive exploitation 
of the means of production; 2. to encourage more rational investments; 
3. to encourage a greater economy in raw materials; and 4, to en
courage a better inventory policy and more modern manufactures.
Janos Kadar adopted a personal policy for Hungary, in which non- 
party people competent in economics would be given positions equal 
to their capacity, in preference to party members who had no or 
little knowledge of the workings of economics. And lately, Kadar 
promised the Hungarian people afar-reaching reform covering all 
phases of the Hungarian economical structure would be enacted. The 
reform still had; not been activated as of 1966.42

In Poland, economic reform received its inspiration from 
Professor Oskar Lange. He suggested two fundamental changes in the 
Polish economic system: 1. a thorough reorganization of the manage
ment of the economy, stressing decentralization and the financial 
autonomy of individual enterprises; and 2. the introduction into the 
economy of quasi-market conditions in the relations between state 
enterprises and the wholesale and retail distribution systems. The

4lIbld., pp. 101-104.
42Ibid., pp. 105-108.
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basic aim was to bring in the profit motive and other economic in
centives, and to push administrative directives as far as possible 
into the background. In keeping with the general trend of retro
gression imposed by the Gomulka regime on the Polish people after 1956, 
conservatism predominated over reformism, and a Central Committee 
report by the Polish Chairman of the State Planning Commission, 
Jedrychowski, in July of 1968, indicated that central control would 
still be the main feature of the Polish economic system. Thus,
Poland lagged behind her Eastern European neighbors in economic
reform.43

In Romania there occurred what has since been called an 
’’industrial miracle”. Romania was transformed from a background, 
that is a backward, agricultural nation in 1945 to a first-rate in
dustrial power within the Communist East European bloc by 1964. A 
continued high growth rate in the country was due to: 1. a forty-six 
percent rise in industrial investment between 1960 and 1962; and 
2. improvement in the investment structure itself, In summary, what 
had been carried out in Romania was a rationalization of the existing 
system rather than the introduction of a new one.44

Commenting on the re-emergence of the private sector in 
Communist East European economics, J. F» Brown notes that the re- 
emergence of artisans and other private enterprises in Eastern 
Europe should be seen as another part of the trend toward more

43Ibid., pp. 109-115.
44Ibid., pp. 115-118.
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realistic practices. In regard to this class, the Polish, Bulgarians, 
Czechoslovak, and Hungarian regimes decided to switch from a policy of 
suppression to one of mild encouragement. Surprisingly, the Polish 
government issued three new regulations concerning private craftsmen, 
in April of 1964, which benefited the latter: 1. provision of 
income-tax exemption for invalid or retired private citizens in 
towns with a population of 10,000 or less, provided they hire no 
employees; 2. provision for tax relief for craftsmen who trained 
apprentices and 3. provision for a two-year exemption from income 
and turnover taxes in towns with a population of 20,000 or less, 
provided that no members of the family or hired labor were employed.45

J. P. Brown notes that, due to economic reforms, party supre
macy of the old type in Communist East Europe will disappear, and, 
with it, the poten/cy of the traditionally understood ideology. The 
economic reforms also had a bearing on Eastern European relations with 
the Soviet Union. The fact that East Germany and Czechoslovakia 
could publish and begin to implement fundamental reforms of any 
kind without first waiting for the Soviet blueprint was a notable 
example of how the Soviet-Bast European relationship had changed 
in the course of Khruschev’s time. Finally, Brown sounds two notes 
of caution on economic reforms in Communist East Europe: 1. they 
were destined to be long, drawn-out processes; and 2. they could not 
be implemented without great difficulty.4^

45Ibid., pp. 118-121.
46Ibid., pp. 123-124.
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In the conclusion of his treatment of industry and national 
economy, J. F. Brown devotes some attention to the Council for

>
Mutual .Economic Assistance, or COMECON. Premier Khruschev planned 
to make it a supranational organization, in which certain states, 
such as Bast Germany and Czechoslovakia, would receive assistance in 
developing a strong industrial base, and in which other states, such 
as Romania and Bulgaria, would receive assistance in the development 
of an agricultural base. Romania objected to this plan on the 
grounds that they did not want to become a backward country, to the 
advantage of East Germany and Czechoslovakia. Georghe Gheorghio-Dej 
then led Romania away from Soviet direction, becoming the third 
Communist East European nation in fifteen years to defy Moscow’s 
authority.47

In his section on agriculture, J. F. Brown doesn’t provide a 
country-by-country situational survey of Communist East Europe. 
Rather, he presents an almagamation of agricultural trends peculiar 
to the whole region. The Communists began agricultural organization 
in Eastern Europe with forced industrialization, as their priority 
goal. When this system proved to be unworkable, the various 
Communist East European states adopted their own agricultural 
scheme.

Hungary adopted the Nadudvar system, in which the state gave 
• farmers a share of total production, regardless of whether the

47Ibid„, pp. 125-128.
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over-all agricultural plan was fulfilled or not. Poland has done
• away with collecturized farming. And, in Bast Germany, the 

Ulbricht regime proposed such agricultural reform measures as 
decentralization of planning and management, a comprehensive 
system of material incentives, and an eventual equalization of the 
living standards of the town and the country.4»

In the section on cultural developments, J* P. Brown again takes 
an amalgamation of the Communist Bast European nations, rather than a 
state-by-state survey. He points out that certain literary works, 
formerly censored, are now open for public examination.

Alexander Solzhenitsyn wrote the novel One Day in the Life of 
Ivan Denisovich, relating the horrors of life in a forced-labor camp 
in Siberia. Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria, Hungary, and Yugoslavia have 
so far allowed its publication. Romania, East Germany, and, 
apparently, Albania, have not.

Nikolai Lankov published a poem, Recollections, in which he 
wrote of his experiences in a Bulgarian prison, under the reign of 
Chervenkov, during the Stalin era. His poem was permitted distri
bution as part of the Communist de-Stalinization of literature.

The Hungarian Jozsef Lengyel wrote a personal account of 
Soviet Stalinist terror, under which he suffered, in the form of a

* diary. Lengyel’s work inspired other authors to record, their 

experiences of terror under the Rakosi regime in Hungary, immediately 
following World War II. In the antl-Rakosi literature, there is the

48Ibid., pp. 134-143,
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distinction between those works that criticized his tyranny in a 
general way and thos that did specifically bring up the torture and 
inhumanity inflicted on many individuals.

Erwin Strittmatter’s Ole Blcnkopp is an example of de- 
Stalinization published in East Germany. Even Ulbricht's regime 
has allowed a few anti-Stalinist works to be circulated within the 
limits of ’’permissible criticism”.

A third kind of literature in Eastern Europe dealt with the 
enduring human problems, regardless of political context. Communist 
regimes consider this literature the most dangerous of all. Christa 
Wolf published a novel of this type, The Divided Sky, in East Germany 
The poems of Evgeni Yevtushenko in Russia and the writings of Franz 
Kaska have been given guarded official approval in most Eastern 
European states.49

More recently, political development of freedom in Communist 
East Europe found its highesT expression in the 1968 liberalization 
program of Czechoslovak Communist First Party Secretary Alexander 
Dubcek. Of course, this plan has been drastically curtailed as a 
result of the five-nation Warsaw Pact invasion of Czechoslovakia 
in August, 1968. But the fact that the Communist leadership of 
Czechoslovakia itself proposed the reforms is an indication that 
Marxist ideology is definitely in a state of decline in Communist 
East Europe. In late March, 1968, Dubcek held a high-level meeting

49Ibid., pp. 146-155.
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in the Czechoslovak capital of Prague, in which he outlined a plan 
• for future reform. A national news magazine recounts some of the

precedent^-setting changes the Communist regime of Czechoslovakia
was intent upon introducing, in the following manner:

The vision of Czechoslovakia’s future that Dubcik laid 
before his colleagues, in the form of a bulky, 70*pa4e draft, calls 
for dozens of dramatic changes, including a major shrinkage in 
the draft would give real legislative powers to the national 
assembly, which has long t?en merely a party echo, and even 
permit votes of no confidence in the government. Dubcek asked 
the Central Committee to rewrite Czechoslovakia’s laws to
assure everything from free speech and secret balloting to the 
right to emigrate and travel freely abroad. He urged a speedy 
return to a liberalized economy, great independence from the state 
for industrial enterprises and a federal system that would 
give the country’s Slovaks more power to run their own affairs. 
Within the Communist Party itself, dissenting factions would 
be allowed to develop and contest the leadership’s views. Such 
national groups as student association, farmers and unions would be freed of party ties and allowed to argue for their interests. 0

Thus, Communist East Europe has withstood and witnessed the 
development of freedom in various forms—-political, social, economic, 
cultural, and religious—from 1945 to 1968. The fact that Alexander 
Dubcek has been able to maintain himself in power in Czechoslovakia 
is yet a further indication, in 1969, that the climate of freedom 
is widening in Eastern Europe. In times past, such an invasion as 
occurred in Czechoslovakia in 1968 would most certainly have brought 
about the downfall of such a liberal regime as Czechoslovakia’s in 
1968. The mere survival of Dubcek is one index of freedom’s influence 
in the European satellite nations.

^"Czechoslovakia: Into Unexplored Terrain", Time, April 
5, 1968, p. 26.



CHAPTER FIVE

CONTROVERSY

In the slow development of freedom in Communist East Europe, 
the relationship between the Soviet Union and the nations under her 
ideological tutelage has been transformed. The relationships of 
Eastern European nations to each other and the relationships of con
testing factions within the power structure of each nation have also 
undergone tumultuous changes. Generally, there has been a loosening 
of the soviet hegemony in Communist East Europe, but the Warsaw Pact 
invasion of Czechoslovakia in August, 1968 proved that the Russians 
are not willing to allow this loosening movement to proceed too 
quickly.

J. F. Brown, in his The New Eastern Europe:_ The Khruschev Era
and After, analyzes the relationship of the Communist East European 
nations to the Soviet Union, treating all eight nations which com
prise the Eastern Europe region: Albania, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, 
East Germany, Hungary, Poland, Romania, and Yugoslavia.

Brown notes that the main factors responsible for reviving 
the marked diversity that had always characterized Eastern Europe 
were: 1. the general dissatisfaction which found its outlet 
immediately after the death of Stalin in 1953, and its dramatic 
expressions in Poland and Hungary in 1956; 2. Khruschev’s
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acceptance of the fact that more autonomy for each country was nec- 
• essary for a viable system; 3. the influence of Yugoslavia, 4. the

Sino-Soviet dispute; and 5. the beginnings of a Western policy aimed 
at exploiting the centrifugal forces at work in Eastern Europe. 
Poland’s Communist Ghief, Wladyslaw Gomulka, and Romania’s leader, 
Georghe Gheorghia-Dej, differed with Khruschev on the issue of the 
Sino-Soviet rift. While Khruschev called for an expulsion of Red 
China from the World Communist Movement, Gomulka and Gheorghia-Dej 
were not quite willing to go so far. Yugoslavia’s Tito also 
voiced opposition to Khruschev*s proposed "excommunication’’ of 
Mao Tse-Tung’s Red Chinese regime, as he himself had once been 
a victim of it, under Stalin.31

A good illustration of the limitations of the Soviet 
ability to coerce the East European regimes in the years 1962-1964 
was Romania. The successful independence policy of the Gheorghia- 
De j regime was due to four factors: 1. a ruthlessly united party,
2. the Sino-Soviet dispute and the freedom of maneuver it gave;
3. the example of Yugoslavia; and 4. the beginning of an 
"activist” Western policy toward Eastern Europe. Also, Khruschev 
attempted to impose a supranational organization on the Communist 
East European states through the COMECON, or Council for Mutual 
Economic Assistance. Gheorghia-Dej rejected this proposal and ini-

• tiated a policy of independence for Romania. The supranational

31j. p. Brown, The New Eastern Europe: The Khruschev Era 
nd After (New York and Washington: “PrederTck'A. Praeger, 1966), 
tp, l64»l67.
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scheme, if successfully put into practice, would have made the 
Communist East European states little more than appendages of 
the Soviet Union. Romania sabotaged the scheme and thus insured the 
continuity of a pattern of emergent freedom in Communist East,
Europe.52

In his analysis of Bulgaria, Brown notes that that country
is unswervingly loyal to the Soviet Union. Todor Zhivkov’s
regime lends full support to Russia on such issues as the Sino-
Soviet dispute, because the regime itself is weak and lacks
confidence in its own strength. The people of Bulgaria have a long,
historical distrust of the Russians. So Zhivkov’s regime lacks 

53popular support, but maintains power with Soviet assistance.'

In his analysis of Czechoslovakia, Brown notes that long
time leader Antonin Novotny developed strong personal ties with 
Khruschev, and remained loyal to the Soviet premier through the 
Sino-Soviet dispute and the controversy over the Russian plan for 
a supranational COMECON (which, in part, would have transformed 
Czechoslovakia into an industrial giant). However, Moscow alien
ated Novotny when Brezhnev and Kosygin dismissed Khruschev from 
office in October, 1964. Novotny wished to serve notice to the new 
Russian leaders that they could not tread on Czechoslovakia’s 
interests so lightly.54

52Ibid., pp. 168-169.
53Ibid., p. 170

54ibid., p. 172.



57

In Hungary, Brown notes that Janos Kadar was cautious and 
opportunistic in his dealings with the Russians. While Khruschev 
was in power, Kadar was never as quick to back Russian policy 
against China as were East Germany, Bulgaria, and Czechoslovakia; 
neither was he as reluctant to support the Soviets as were Romania 
and Poland. When Khruschev fell from power, Kadar realized that 
he would embark on a new course of independence, and he did so to 
gain the favor of his countrymen.55

Brown notes that in Poland, Wladyslaw Gomulka could not be 
persuaded by either Khruschev or his successors to adhere to the 
Russian demands for Red China’s expulsion from the World Communist 
Movement. Gomulka gained much prestige when the successors of 
Khruschev, Brezhnev and Kosygin, visited him in October, 1964. But 
his views remained similar to Romania’s on the Sino-Soviet 
dispute: that the Soviet Union should not try to drum Red China 
out of the Communist movement.55

Brown notes that, in Romania, the regime of Gheorghia-Dej 
defected from the Soviet camp and pursued a policy of independence, 
beginning in 1963, when Khruschev tried to subordinate Romania 
to agricultural status in the suprastate COMECON proposal. In 
April, 1964, the Romanian Central Committee drew up a declaration 
which stated Romania’s opposition to Khruschev’s economic scheme. 
This declaration was both a justification for Gheorghia-Dej’s

55Ibid., pp. 172-173.
56Ibid., pp. 173-174.
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previous policy and a basis for future action. It has been called 
• Romania’s "Declaration of Independence".57

Bast Germany under Walter Ulbricht, Brown observed, is the
most dependent of all the nations of Communist East Europe on the
Soviet Union. Ulbricht has failed to identify with the people he
rules because of his policy of East German "separatism", as opposed
to the basic desire of the East German people to be re-unified with
their brothers in the West German Federal Republic. The fact that
the Soviet Union attempted to improve relations with West Germany,
through visits of Khruschev and his son-in-law, Alexei Adzhubei to
that country, in 1964, demonstrates Ulbricht’s pathetic lack of
influence on Russia. He is a puppet who totally depends on the 

58Soviet Union, and whom the Soviet Union can afford to ignore.

On Yugoslavia, Brown notes that Marshal Tito launched a 
liberalization drive in his country in 1950, a drive which 
lasted until 1961. A split within the Yugoslav Communist Party 
occurred in 1961, with Edward Kardelj leading the liberal faction 
and Alexander Rankovic heading the conservative faction. The con
servatives appeared to make gains toward inheriting Tito’s throne 
for two years. But in 1964, the liberals re-gained the initiative, 
and the conservative effort toward retrogression died. In 
Yugoslavia, the problem of nationalism is greater than in any other 
Communist East European state, because the country is a federation

57Ibid., pp. 174-176.

58ibid., pp. 176-177.
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of ’’have” republics—Slovenia, Croatia, Serbia—and of ’’have-not” 
republics—Bosnia—Herzogovina, Macedonia, and Montenegro.
These two groups are jealous of each other and each seeks to ad
vance its own interests at the expense of the other. Tito would 
probably never again be a disruptive force in Eastern European 
politics, for three reasons: 1. the deterioration in Yugoslavia’s 
domestic affairs; 2. Khruschev’s eagerness to strengthen his 
position in Eastern Europe which enabled the Yugoslavs to draw closer 
to the Soviet Bloc without giving up the essential aspects of 
their independence; and 3. much of Tito’s attractiveness.to other 
East European states evaporated.^9

Brown relates that in Albania, Enver Hoxha repudiated Soviet 
influence in 1961, in favor of an alliance with Communist Red 
China. Hoxha’s regime acted as the official spokesman for Mao 
Tse-Tung in Eastern Europe. Then in 1962, the Red Chinese began 
to speak for themselves, and Albania lost her importance, becoming 
more isolated than she ever had been before.6°

In analyzing the relations of the Communist East European 
countries with the Soviet Union since the fall of Khruschev in 
October, 1964, J. F. Brown points out that the northern tier of 
Communist East European states has remained loyal to the Soviet 
Union in most respects. This group Includes East Germany, Poland, 
Czechoslovakia, and Hungary. On the other hand, the southern

59Ibid., pp. 178-181.
60lbid., pp. 182-184.
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tier of states—namely, Yugoslavia, Romania, and Albania (bulgaria 
• excepted) has broken away fro® Soviet control. Brezhnev and Kosygin

have adopted a policy of ’’holding on to what we have” for all 
Communist East European states.The invasion of Czechoslovakia 
in August, 1968, is an illustration of this policy.

Brown devotes a short section of his book to nationalism in 
Romania and Albania. Nationalism in Albania has been developed 
to a fine point by dictator Enver Hoxha. The two major racial 
groups which comprise the Albanian nation are the Ghegs and the 
Tosks. The Ghegs had traditionally dominated the Tosks, 
largely a poor peasant group. But with the rise of Hoxha, him
self, a Tosk, to power in Albania, the Gheg domination came to 
an end after World War II. Hoxha voiced his country’s concern over 
possible absorption by Tito’s Yugoslavids. This ever-present 
danger remains today a basis of Albanian hatred of Yugoslavia. In. 
1961, Hoxha further asserted Albanian nationalism by aligning his 
regime with that of Mao Tse-Tung in Red China, thus defying 
Khruschev’% anti-Chinese line. Soviet attempts to regain Albania 
failed. As a result, Russia lost a satellite and Red China 
gained a bridgehead in Europe

With regard to Romania, Brown notes that Khruschev’s blun
dering in the form of a supran

»
and drove her, mw or ie»a, out the amei sphere iaiimemee. 
There was bitter resentment among the Romanian people toward the

61Ibid., pp. 187-188.
62Ibid., pp. 194-202.
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Russian absorption of a Romania territory, Bessarabia. The regime 
of Gheorghia-Dej and Ceausescu have played on the people’s sentiment 
by demanding that the Soviets return Bessarabia to Romania. Also, 
to assert Romania’s nationalism even more, Georghe Gheorghia-Dej 
followed the pattern of Albania in courting a relationship with 
Red China. Gheorghia-Dej used this move to extract concessions from 
the Russians, allowing him more room for political maneuvering in 
Eastern Europe.63

Brown devotes a section of his book to the relations of the 
Communist East European states. In it, he notes that relations be
tween West Europe and the United States, on one side, and the Soviet 
Union and East Europe, on the other side, improved steadily, acceler 
ated by Khruschev’s doctrine of ’’peaceful coexistence”. Both the 
Communists and the West saw this policy as presenting two opportuni-

‘ ' • - • ■ ■ V
ties: 1. it could facilitate the establishment of certain inter
national guarantee that would greatly diminish the danger of war; 
and 2. it also implied the mutual recognition that each side had 
certain claims, interests, and privileges the other would respect 
and that if these were not respected, the injured party would ring 
down the curtain on peaceful coexistence. The part East European 
states played in the workings of peaceful coexistence could be dis
tinguished in three types of action: 1. those they took, or tried 
to take, independent of the Soviet Union; 2. those actions that were 
part and parcel of Soviet-inspired international strategy; and

63Ibid., pp. 205-210.
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3. actions that,if not directed by the Soviet Union, were either 
• encouraged or not approved by her. In internationa affairs,

Poland offered the Gomulka Plan to the West, calling for a freezing 
of nuclear weapons and bases on the territories to NATO and Warsaw 
Pact states. The plan was rejected by the West, because it could 
have led to the disarming of West Germany. In July, 1964, Bulgaria 
and Greece signed a number of agreements. Chief among these was a 
war-reparationed payment of $7,000,000.00, made by Bulgaria to 
Greece

In the field of economic relations, the West and the East 
indulged in a considerable amount of cooperation. But there existed 
at least four basic impediments to a freer flow of trade, presented 
by the Communist states: 1. foreign trade continued to be run largely 
by state monopolies; 2. there was an obsession with bilateralism 
in trading and the insistence that the flow of goods between the 
two trading partners be in balance; 3. there existed a deliberate 
policy of minimizing imports of consumer goods and maximizing their 
export; 4. the tendency of the East European Communist regimes to 
produce for the Soviet market. The Communists have tried to affect 
this by encouraging foreign tourism. The number of Westerners 
visiting East Europe has increased markedly since 1960, when the 
Communist regimes began to open their doors. Eastern European people

• were also allowed to visit the West in considerably large numbers
by 1964. The West discriminated against East Europe by means of the

64Ibid., pp. 212-218.
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Berne Convention, signed in 1961 by seven of the largest Western 
creditor nations, by which they agrees not to extend credits to East 
European states for periods of more than five years. By 1964, 
however, the agreement was dead. Further improvements in East-West 
economic relations are evidenced by the fact that a former Commerce 
Secretary, Luther Hodges in the Johnson Administration, in the 
United States, advocated a more liberal trade policy toward Eastern 
Europe. Poland and Yugoslavia were granted most-favored-nations 
status by the United States. In 1964, and in 1965, there was 
evidence of joint cooperation between economic enterprises in Eastern 
Europe and private firms in the West: Czechoslovakia’s Kovo agreed 
with a British company, to market an automatic production line through 
out the world; the Hungarian government and the West German Krupp 
firm agreed on "cooperation in machine tools"; the Czechoslovak 
Skoda works agreed to produce, to the American company’s specifica
tions, a broad line of large precision tools which the American 
firm, the Simmons Machine Tool Company would then market; and 
Bulgaria had an agreement with a Dutch firm to market and service 
Bulgarian machine products in Holland. Romania even considered 
allowing Western capital within her boundaries by establishing 
subsidiaries of American motor firms to produce commodities, 
assuring the American companies of a liberal profit. This proposal 
was later retracted.65

65Ibid., pp. 218-227.
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In the eighth and final section of his book, J. P. Brown 
• sums up the political, social, economic, cultural, and religious

developments which give rise to the gradual, faint outlines of 
an emergence of freedom in Communist East Europe. He places much 
emphasis on the role the Soviet Premier Nikita S. Khruschev played 
in the ’’de-Stalinization” of Eastern Europe. Khruschev’s personality, 
antithetical to that of the distant, brooding Stalin, allowed the people 
of Communist East Europe to identify, to some extent, with him.
Khruschev sought to re-humanize the system as far as ideological 
considerations allowed him. Brown concludes that, for the develop
ment of freedom in Communist East Europe, Nikita Khruschev and the 
controversy he stirred up, did vastly more good than harm.66

A more recent note on controversy in Communist East Europe
was sounded last fall in Czechoslovakia. In November, 1968,
Alexander Dubcek was fighting to preserve what he could of his
liberalization program, following the Warsaw Pact invasion of August
20, 1968. Following is a newspaper account of the struggle going
on between Czechoslovak liberals and supporters of Dubcek, and
Czechoslovak conservatives and supporters of the Soviets:

...Dubcek forces in the Czechoslovak Communist party have 
launched a wide-ranging offensive against pro-Soviet conserva
tive "factions" a week before the confrontation session of 
the party’s central committee.

Coinciding with renewed and violent attacks by the Soviet 
» information media on the Czechoslovak press, radio and tele

vision, the situation here was becoming strikingly reminiscent 
of the pre-invasion period last spring.

66Ibid., p. 236.
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Then, as now, the liberal and moderate forces led by the 
party’s first secretary, Alexander Dubcek, and his associates 
were preparing an assault on the conservatives on the eve of a 
central committee session. Then, as now, the conservatives 
were building up their strength against a background of intimate 
contacts with foreign Communist diplomats.

The sense of similarity was reinforced Monday with the 
announcement that the East German Ambassador Peter Florin had 
met with Vasil Bilak, a prominently pro-Soviet member of the 
presidium of the Czechoslovak party.

Florin was reported to have informed Bilak of the position 
of Czechoslovakia taken at a recent session of the East German 
Central Committee. East Germany is believed to have been one 
of the most ardent backers of Czechoslovakia’s invasion.

Thus, two groups, the liberals and the conservatives, are 
involved in a power struggle for the leadership of Czechoslovakia. 
Alexander Dubcek and the liberal faction still maintain control, 
and the conservatives, at least for the time being, are subordinated. 
The controversy that flares now within Czechoslovakia could well de
termine the fate of Dubcek’s liberalization program; if the liberals 
maintain power, then reform might be allowed to exist and even 
to proceed at a very slow rate; if the conservatives usurp the power 
of the liberals, then Dubcek*s reform program may be snuffed out.

67”Dubcek Forces Assault Pro-Reds”, Great Falls Tribune, 
Nov. 5, 1968, p. 3.



CHAPTER SIX

PROGRESS

The emergence of freedom in Communist East Europe is a con
tinuing process. The Warsaw Pact invasion of Czechoslovakia on 
August 20, 1968, considerably slowed the Dubcek liberalization 
drive, but it did not stop it. The very fact that Dubcek himself 
has politically survived to this moment, even after he incurred 
Soviet wrath with his freedom-oriented reforms, is proof that demo
cratic ideas have achieved a minor triumph in Communist East Europe. 
In former times, such a liberal leader as Alexander Dubcek would 
have been immediately deposed, assassinated, deported, or imprisoned 
after a military invasion.

In general, the whole region of Eastern Europe has experienced
far-reaching repercussions of the Czechoslovak invasions of August,
1968. Most of these repercussions have been detrimental to the
Soviet Union and its idea of hegemony over the Communist East
European states. A newspaper article reflects current political
Conditions in Communist East Europe thus:

Six months after the Soviet-led invasion of Czechoslovakia 
the authority of the Soviet Union once more is being challenged

• in Eastern Europe.
Indications are mounting that the democratizing and nation 

alistic Communist spirit that arose in Prague early in 1968 has 
not been checked by the Soviet intervention In Czechoslovakia 
on Aug. 20-21.

66
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An examination of the Eastern European situation as seen 
from Vienna, a neutral crossroads capital, brings out these key 
points:

Romania, an increasingly defiant member of the Soviet-directed 
Warsaw Pact Alliance, has joined openly with Yugoslavia to reject 
Moscow’s ’’limited sovereignty” doctrine, which sought to justify 
the Czechoslovak invasion on the ground of over-riding interests 
of the "socialist commonwealth".
Czechoslovakia’s continuing defiance of Soviet pressure for po

litical conformity, despite the military occupation, is en
couraging the new challenges elsewhere in the region and gradually 
bringing the progressive Communist leadership back into alignment 
with the Romanian and the Yugoslavs.

Among the Warsaw Pact countries, whose armies participated in 
the invasion, a backlash effect is developing. This has removed 
Hungary from the "hard core" of the invaders’ camp and made the 
regime politically acceptable to such independent-minded leader
ships as that of Yugoslavia and to progressive groups in 
Czechoslovakia. While Poland, East Germany and Bulgaria offic
ially defend the invasion decision, inner stirrings, new domestic 
problems and widespread second thoughts are reported from all 
three countries.
Despite steady efforts since last fall, the Soviet Union has 

been unable to "consolidate" the eastern European area politi
cally, militarily or economically. COMECON, the Soviet-bloc 
economic organization, is torn by dissension and Moscow has been 
forced to continue postponing planned COMECON and Warsaw Pact 
"summit” conferences.

The most important development in the campaign against 
Soviet views by Romania’s President Nicolae Ceausescu and 
President Tito of Yugoslavia.

While both leaders have been on record since last August 
as condemning the Czechoslovak invasion, their stand has been 
transformed in recent months from a passive, or defensive 
opposition, to an offensive in diplomacy, politics and the 
press and broadcasting.®®

And so, the Russians, by resorting to force to attempt to de
stroy freedoms in Czechoslovakia, have dismally failed in their ob
jective, and not only that, but also they have caused an even wider

r o
"Authority of Soviet Union in Eastern Europe Again Challenged," 

Great Falls Tribune, Feb. 20, 1969, p. 30.
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loosening of the once-tight hegemony they previously maintained over 
Communist East Europe. Even in their most trusted satellites—East 
Germany, Poland, and Bulgaria~~the Russians have inspired popular 
opposition to Soviet imperialism. And in Czechoslovakia, the flame 
of the freedom still burns deep within the breasts of the Czech 
and the Slovak people.

In Czechoslovakia, the emergence of freedom has not died; it 
has slowed down. The Kremlin, in ordering the August 20, 1968 in
vasion, failed to interpret reality correctly. A national magazine 
provides an analysis of this failure on the part of the Russians, 
with regard to Czechoslovakia:

The alliance between the people and some of their poli
ticians is what brought Czechoslovakia to a boil. Similar 
alliances, instinctively felt, will help keep other Communist 
countries simmering dangerously, unless the Kremlin manages to 
devise some means of reducing the heat. The invasion of 
Czechoslovakia cannot and will not by itself take the heat out 
of Communist politics. It can do no more than clamp a lid on the 
cauldron for a short while, but under that lid, the emotions 
and the hopes, the passions and the ideals, will reverberate 
and spread and grow until the whole thing explodes; unless, of 
course, the Communist leaders themselves realize the extent of 
the danger and do something about It. It is generally agreed 
that Soviet troops marched Into Czechoslovakia because the 
Russians feared that the striving for freedom would spread to 
the other Communist countries and thus cause the disintegration 
of the whole totalitarian structure. The conclusion usually 
drawn from this is that the Kremlin will henceforth suppress, 
ruthlessly and Irrevocably, the progressive trend in Russia and 
in the other Communist countries. But given the nature of 
Communist politics as it has developed over the last few years, 
this conclusion is based on the wrong premises.

• Ever since Khruschev took the reins of power, the Kremlin
has been conducting a holding operation, to prevent too rapid a 
change in the structure of the Communist system, rather than to 
prevent change altogether. Virtually everything that the 
Communist leaders have done, In Russia and elsewhere, can be seen 
in terms of this holding operation, designed to gain time to
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control and direct the process of change; instead of allowing it to 
sweep them out of power. But they know that change is inevi
table, and that if they try to s|op it,
it will come about without them.^9

What the Kremlin leaders failed to realize was that their inva
sion stirred up widespread opposition all over Communist East Europe. 
Thus, in a sense, they may have hastened even more the emergence of 
freedom in that area, while they so ruthlessly tried to suppress.

A national news magazine analyzes the consequences, for the 
Soviet Union, of the August, 1968 invasion of Czechoslovakia, in the 
following manner:

Russia has won only a limited victory in Czechoslovakia.
This limited victory, it is clear here in Prague, has been 

won at a price that already is high and will increase in the 
period ahead.

The balance sheet shows these losses so far for the Soviet
Union:

1. Czechoslovakia, once a genuinely friendly ally, has 
been converted into a nation of Russian-haters who can no longer 
be regarded by the Soviets as reliable.

Posters in Prague, addressed to the Russian occupation 
troops dramatized the transformation with this slogan:

"We waited for you six years (through World War II).
"We were your allies for 20 years.
"We will ha te you for 1,000 years I"
2. Communist Yugoslavia, which had been moving toward 

close collaboration with the Soviet Union again, now regards 
Russia as an enemy threatening the Yugoslav’s own independence
and security.

In this crisis, Yugoslav President Tito himself visited 
Prague to back the Czechoslovaks before the invasion. 6 *

69Victor Zorza, "The Kremlin’s Great Mistake", 1/oqk, Vol, 32,
No. 20 (October 1, 1968), p. 78.
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After the invasion, Yugoslavia, though not a member of 
the United Nations Security Council, asked to be heard, and 
denounced Russia.

t
3. Communist Rumania, like Yugoslavia, is backing the 

Czechoslovaks. And Rumanians who were only cool toward the 
Kremlin now see Russians as potential aggressors against 
Rumania.

As Soviet troops invaded Czechoslovakia, tens of thousand of 
Rumanians rallied to promise a fight if Russia invaded their 
country too, Rumania's Communist government called up armed 
forces, conferred with Yugoslavia about defense.

A de facto alliance of East European Communists against 
Russia suddenly has become a real possibility as a result of 
the Soviet Invasion of this country.

4. World Communist movement, once an instrument in the 
hands of the men in the Kremlin, has been shattered beyond repair.

Major Communist parties around the world, including West 
Europe's largest, the Italian and the French, have denounced 
the Russiar invasion and have supported the Czechoslovaks.

Russia now can look only to those Communist parties which 
are kept afloat by Soviet handouts or have the guns of Soviet 
occupation troops at their heads.

5. Russian aggression and the impressive Czech and Slovak 
resistance have been televised and taped on sound track as first
hand evidence for audiences all over the world.

Such films, such words, from the scene of aggression 
vividly illustrate the monumental miscalculation of the Russian 
invaders in.this country. Russians came here with their satellite 
allies, also neighbors and allies of the Czechoslovaks, expect
ing that at least some of the people of this country would 
welcome them, offer collaboration. None did.

These are but a few of the hard facts showing how disas
trous a price Russia is paying, how much Russia is losing for 
limited and short-term gains.' ,J
So Russia has failed to win the support of the Czech and the 

• Slovak people, and has, in fact, enkindled in them a deeper love for

7'Jf'Did Russia Gain or Lose?”, U. S. News and World Report, 
Vol. LXV, No. 11 (September 9, 1968), pp. '35^3^'."'
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freedom. The emergence of freedom in Communist East Europe continues 
as a vital fora. It has received some discouraging setbacks, but 
these now appear to be only temporary obstacles blocking the inevi
table flow of freedom into every aspect of the lives of the people 
of Eastern Europe.

A very important aspect of the progress of freedom in 
Czechoslovakia is found in the sphere of religion. A national news 
magazine accounts for what it calls the "Czech Renaissance" in 
spiritual affairs as follows:

From tiny snowy Slovakian villages near the Russian border 
to Prague’s medieval St. Jacob’s Church, Czechoslovaks thronged 
Christmas services in numbers unmatched since the Communist 
take-over two decades ago. Soldiers, students and couples 
holding infants rubbed shoulders with elderly communicants—a 
sure sign that despite the Soviet invasion, Czech Christians, 
one the most persecuted in Eastern Europe, are determined to 
hole fast to their hard-won new freedom.

The churches owe their renaissance to the liberal reforms 
of Alexander Dubcek’s government, which came to power a year ago. 
Under Dubcek, the Communist-led organization of "peace priests" 
has been disbanded, and Roman Catholic bishops have been per
mitted to resume control of half the nation’s twelve diocese.
Two days before the invasion last August, the bishops held a cor
dial meeting with President Ludvik Svoboda, and the mutual con
fidence between church and state has weathered the Russian 
occupation. St. Jacob’s High Mass on Christmas, for example, 
was broadcast on the state-owned television network to most 
sections of the country. Several of Prague’s ancient churches 
are wrapped in scaffolding as part of a renovation program aided 
by generous government grants.'1

Thus, Czechoslovakia has managed to uphold at least some freedom 
of religion, even since the 1968 invasion. Since this type of freedom 
is usually one of the first to be oppressed by a Communist state, the 
events in Czechoslovakia are a remarkable index of just how far

7lnCzech Renaissance", Newsweek, Vol. LXXIII, No. 2 (January 13, 
1969), p. 80.
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freedom has progressed in Eastern Europe. Even Soviet military in- 
tervention has failed to seriously mitigate the inherent right of the 
Czech and the Slovak people to worship according to conscience.

The progress of freedom in Communist East Europe is evidenced 
even in Waltor Ulbricht’s East Germany, where refugees fleeing to 
the West, "voting with their feet", are living proof that a spirit 
of freedom still exists in an atmosphere hostile to any kine of 
freedom at all. A newspaper account relates the imagination some 
of the East German populace maintain in the face of utter tyranny 
and oppression in this way:

The young East German, his tan scarcely hiding the strain 
of a wild 10-day escape through four Communist countries, antici
pated the question.

"I know it sounds trite", he snapped, "but I did it for 
freedom". After a pause, he added, "I would have tried anything 
to be a free man."

Erick H., a recently graduated 26-year-old engineer from a 
Saxon coal town, is one of the 15,000 East Germans who still 
manage to outwit the Communist regime’s border controls each year 
Their flight methods indicate the ingenuity of desperate minds.

Erick H. fled with a friend, after two years of preparation, 
by hitchhiking, walking and using local trains and buses on a. 
2,500-mile trip to Austria through Czechoslovakia, Hungary, 
Romania and Yugoslavia.

Afraid of Soviet patrols in Czechoslovakia, they walked 
remote mountain passes in the snow-tipped Tatra Mountains. The 
distance they covered on foot, including a hike through Romania’s 
rugged Carpathian Mountains totaled almost 100 miles.

From Romania to Yugoslavia they swam the swirling Danube 
at the Iron Gate Gorge. Their few belongings, including a good 
suit and a white shirt, were wrapped in water-tight canvas, 
gheg gonstant ^ear stopped by police and sent

Once, they were held by a Romanian policeman, but he let 
them proceed after wishing them "godspeed."
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The foolhardy take a 10 to 1 chance in making the direct 
route: a dash through barbed wire, electric tripwires and 
minefields along East Germany’s 860-mile frontier with West 
Germany. An estimated total of 2,500 succeeded last year.

The majority jump East German ships, seek foreign 
assignments for defection, use frogmen’s suits to swim the Baltic 
or slip gradually westward across less guarded frontiers within 
the Communist bloc.

Except for those who climb, break or tunnel the wall in 
Berlin, all East German refugees are prepared for a new life in 
the West at a ’’reception camp" in Giesseu, a university town 
in hilly Hesse, a few dozen miles from the East German frontier.

Thus, the East Germans, in Ulbricht’s oppressed state, are as 
vulnerable to the spirit of freedom as are their brothers in 
Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia, Romania, or anywhere else. Even rigid 
East Germany cannot suppress the spirit of freedom. And, as long 
as free-minded people live within the East German state, this spirit 
of freedom may eventually permeate the whole nation and lead to the 
type of gradual reforms advocated in Dubcek’s Czechoslovakia. Then 
the days in tyranny’s reign will be numbered.

Another symptom of an emergent freedom in East Germany is found 
in the actions of dictator Walter Ulbricht himself, who has attempted 
to improve relations with West Germany. A newspaper account tells of 
Ulbricht’s overtures to Bonn:

Walter Ulbricht, the East German Communist chieftain, made a 
dramatic policy shift Friday by offering a conciliatory bid for 
improved relations with West Germany.

In an address to the Volkskammer (the Parliament) the 75- 
year-old state council chairman declared that the German Demo
cratic Republic was prepared to negotiate a renunciation of 
force pact with the Federal Republic.

7? "E. Germans Flee in Many Ways But For One Reason—Freedom", 
Great Falls Tribune, Oct. 31, 1968,‘p. 12-s.
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He also offered to name a special state secretary to begin 
talks with a similar Bonn appointee. Both of these offers 
represent positive responses to proposals of the Bonn coalition 
headed by Chancellor Kurt Georg Kiesinger

The fact that even a conservative Communist such as Walter 
Ulbricht is willing to negotiate with the democratic states of the 
West is a sign that Stalinist authoritarianism in Communist East 
Europe is in decline. If Ulbricht offers to negotiate with West 
Germany, then perhaps the East German people could pressure him to 
grant them more freedom, in order to project a favorable image of his 
regime to West Germany and the world.

The progress of freedom is even evident in conservative Poland.
A newspaper article outlines an improvement in church-state relations,
due to efforts of the Wladyslaw Gomulka regime:

In a surprise gesture signaling a major improvement in 
church-state relations, the Polish government has lifted a three- 
year travel ban which prevented Stefan Cardinal Wyszynski from 
traveling to the Vatican, church sources said Wednesday.

The 67-year-old cardinal and primate of Poland, often 
accused by the Communists of opposing the legal order, will leave 
by train Monday for a month’s stay in Rome. His visit falls 
under Church regulations requiring bishops to confer with the 
Pope once every five years, church sources said.

Surprised political analysts suggested it may be connected 
with the still unresolved power struggle within the Polish 
Communists party.^4

Thus, a small amount of religious freedom seemed to prevail in 
Poland. The Polish people have strong ties to the Catholic Church, 
and Gomulka’s conciliatory gesture to Cardinal Wyszynski could not 
have gone unnoticed among them. Such minor concessions as this

?3"uibricht Makes Overtures to Bonn”, Great Falls Tribune, 
Aug. 10, 1968, p. 1.

74"Poland Lifts Travel Ban on Cardinal", Great Falls Tribune, 
Oct. 31, 1968, p. 20.
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contribute to the whole pattern of emergent freedom in Communist 
East Europe.

In Romania, the people demonstrate their support for the 
Communist leadership in the pursuit of its independence policy. A 
newspaper article notes:

A huge patriotic parade in Bucharest Friday appeared to 
galvanize popular support behind Communist Romania to maintain 
her national independence free from Soviet control.

Thousands of soldiers, workers, farmers, students and 
townspeople marched before President Nicolae Ceausescu and other 
leaders of the government and Romanian Communist party. It was 
an occasion for bands and banners, floats and flowers in the 
warm sunshine of Aivmen’s Square.

The demonstration, which began at 8:00a.m. and lasted 
nearly four hours, marked the annual observance of the Aug. 23 
holiday, the anniversary of the 1944 insurrection that freed 
Bucharest from Nazi control.

By coincidence, the parade appeared to add popular support 
to the emergency communiques, declarations and speeches of the 
last two days.3

So the people of Romania have supported the Ceausescu regime 
in its defiance of Moscow. Romania shows her approval of the progress 
of freedom in Communist East Europe by her unequivocal support of 
Dubcek?s liberalization policies in Czechoslovakia. And the Russian 
invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1968 made Romania more determined to 
preserve her own freedom of action.

In Yugoslavia, Marshal Tito has earned the admiration of the 
world for his preservation of some small measure of freedom. A 
newspaper editorial praises him thusly:

^"Romanians Celebrate Freedom”, Great Palls Tribune, Aug. 
24, 1968, p. 3.
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Yugoslav President Tito’s defiance of Kremlin pressure to 
conform cannot fail to arouse admiration in this country. His 
boldness, echoing that of 20 years ago when he broke with Stalin,

• is applauded here in the West. Per though Yugoslavia does adhere
to a modified form of Communism under Tito* so long as the regime 
sticks with its present attitude the nation stands as a buffer 
against complete domination of Eastern Europe by the Soviet 
Union.

And, as long as Tito remains a buffer against Soviet domination 
in Eastern Europe, he remains a bulwark of freedom in this same area. 
His example of a moderately liberalized Yugoslavia serves as an in
spiration to the peoples of the other Communist East European 
nations to strive for a freer way of life, such as Tito has given 
his people. His political survival is essential to the progress of 
freedom in Communist East Europe.

76"Applause for Tito", Editorial, Montana Standard (Butte), 
Oct. 29, 1968. p. 4.



CHAPTER SEVEN

PHILOSOPHY

The United States is in a position to aid the emergence of free
dom in Communist East Europe. America need not be a passive observer 
of the demise of totalitarianism and the Marxist influence in 
Eastern Europe, but can play an active role in hastening this process. 
Pour specific ways in which the United States might assist the 
Communist East European states in achieving freedom are these: 1. de
veloping an understanding of the Soviet Union and the motives of its 
leaders; 2. supporting independent Communist East European regimes;
3. working through supranational organizations such as NATO, the 
United Nations, and international trade organizations; and 4. con
ferring with Communist East European leaders directly.

First, the United States should develop an understanding of the 
Soviet Union and the motives of its leaders, especially to prepare 
for such developments as the Soviet-sponsored invasion of 
Czechoslovakia in August, 1968. A newspaper article provides the 
rationale behind the Soviet Union’s dealings with her Communist 
neighbors as follows:

... the Soviet Union wants a free hand to do what it likes in 
Eastern Europe, which it regards as its sole sphere of interest. 
Even the movement of the Red Army across the Czech border should 
be seen, according to this argument, to be an '’internal matter” — 
internal to the socialist empire—and even the United Nations 
must realize, ^Soviet Foreign MinisterjAndrei Gromyko emphasized, 
that the U.S.S.R. will not tolerate any situation which seems to
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infringe upon the vital interests of socialism. 7

Thus, the United States, if it knows the Soviet mind, can plan
for any emergencies which may arise in Eastern Europe, or anticipate 
Soviet moves before they actually take place. In this fashion, the 
United States will be able to formulate a definite policy toward 
Communist East Europe.

More valuable to the United States in its dealings with Eastern
Europe would be a knowledge of the forces that have shaped Russia’s
leaders themselves. Yugoslav Communist Milovan Djilas provides a
good insight into this aspect of the Soviet leadership,

Stalin dragged the Soviet Union into the industrial age by 
brute force at home and technological thievery abroad. During 
the cruel process there was born a New Class, composed of 
administrators and managers on the one hand, and party function
aries on the other. It is out of this dull, anonymous, unimagina
tive group that the present Soviet leaders have come. They are a 
breed uninterested in ideology, incapable of innovation and terri
fied by prospects of change. They are solely concerned with 
preserving their own positions of privilege. Like a jungle 
parasite, this New Class has continued to grow, feeding off the 
people of the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. Its members still 
covet their suits from Hungary, their oil from Romania, their 
steel from East Germany. Thus, they are determined to hold the empire Inherited from Stalin.7°

So, Russia’s leaders have adopted the "hold on to what we have" 
policy. America might well look forward to Soviet military interven
tion in other parts of Communist Europe. Therefore, the United 
States should plan to thwart such an invasion by bringing pressure 
to bear on the Soviet Union. The Americans must choose those measures 
that will reduce Russia’s militarism without provoking the Soviet

77James Reston, "Strange Logic of Gromyko", Montana Standard 
(Butte), Oct. 7, 1968, p. 4.

78Milovan Djilas, "Russia’s Dangerous New Doctrine of Conquest", 
Reader’s Digest, Vol. 94, No. 561 (January, 1969), p. 44.
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Union into a nuclear war. This task is not to be taken lightly.

Secondly, the United States should support independent 
Communist East European regimes as much as possible. This will have 
a two-fold effect, at best: 1. it will encourage the independent 
regimes to pursue their policies of freedom, or at least, independence, 
further; and 2. it will discourage the Soviet Union from military 
intervention in independent states, as Russia would be hesitant to 
incur the wrath of the United States by a Czechoslovakia-type in
vasion or other nake display of force. A newspaper article relates 
former President Johnson’s warning to the Soviet Union not to invade 
Romania, shortly after the Czechoslovak invasion of August 20, 1968:

President Johnson said Friday night there are rumors the 
Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia might be repeated elsewhere 
in Eastern Europe and asserted "Let no one unleash the dogs of 
war."

Johnson warned any would-be aggressor not to misjudge 
America and said that there will be no appeasement of those who 
prowl across national boundaries "in this or any other adminis
tration".

The rumors centered on Romania and came through official 
channels rather than news reports from overseas.79

By such strong statements, the United States can indicate its 
concern for the welfare of those Communist East European nations 
that choose a path of independence from Moscow. Such a statement 
also serves as a warning to the Soviets not to escalate the tension 
in an already-dangerous world characterized by a precarious nuclear 
balance of terror.

Another method of support is to manifest concern through high-

79"LBJ Warns Soviet Bloc on Romania", Great Palls Tribune, 
Aug. 31, 1968, p. 1.
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level officials of the U.S. government. A newspaper account describes
the visit of Nicholas Katzenback, Undersecretary of State in the
final days of the Johnson Administration, to Tito’s Yugoslavia:

President Johnson is sending Undersecretary of State 
Nicholas DeB. Katzenback to meet President Tito in Belgrade as 
a demonstration of United States concern over implied Soviet 
threats to Yugoslavia.

The state department announced the suddenly arranged visit 
Tuesday, only a few hours before Katzenback took off for a brief 
tour of Western Europe which had been scheduled earlier.

Katzenbach will be the highest ranking American official to 
go to Yugoslavia since 1963, when Secretary of State Dean Rusk 
visited Belgrade.

Katzenbach*s trip follows a little publicized call at 
the Yugoslav port of Dubrovnik by a destroyer of the U.S.
Sixth Fleet. Though made without wide fanfare, this call was 
intended as a gesture of U.S. interest in the independence and 
security of Yugoslavia, following the Soviet-led invasion of 
Czechoslovakia last August.1

By actually sending a high-ranking government official to a 
Communist East European state, the United States shows that it is 
seriously concerned with the Eastern European nation’s welfare.
This support has a beneficial psychological effect on the leaders 
and the people of the patronized nation.

An actual acknowledgment of U.S. or other Western support by 
a leader of a Communist East European nation is a propaganda victory 
for the United States and an encouragement to the United States to 
increase its aid. A newspaper article reports President Tito’s ac
knowledgment of Western support for his invasion-threatened 
Yugoslavia:

®°”Katzenback to Reassure Yugoslav of U.S. Concern”, Great 
Falls Tribune, October 16, 1968, p. 17.
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President Tito declared Sunday this country has good re
lations with Western countries and that attempts of the Soviet 
Union and its allies to isolate Yugoslavia will not succeed. He

• stressed good relations with West Germany.
He spoke at a rally in this industrial-agricultural center 

Osijek, Yugoslavia close to the Hungarian border.
The crowd, estimated officially at 200,000 frequently 

interrupted Tito's speech with applause and singing. Once Tito 
told the crowd to calm down and stop swaying back and forth 
because "I may become seasick”.

"Heavy clouds are accumulating in the skies of humanity", 
Tito said, and "A new theory of independence and sovereignty 
appears as a phantom.”

He referred to the Soviet theory of limited sovereignty 
of Communist countries pronounced in the wake of the Soviet 
intervention in Czechoslovakia.

"Our sovereignty and our independence was paid in blood, 
once forever, and we will preserve it with blood, if necessary”, 
Tito said, as the crowd cheered. "Attempts of isolation of 
Yugoslavia will not succeed because we have many friends in the 
wo rid.Si

Thus, Tito reaffirmed his ties with the free nations and re
ceived the support of his people. The United States should hasten to 
offer whatever aid possible to demonstrate approval of Tito’s 
turning to the free world for hope and help.

A major means of Western support offered to the nations of
Communist East Europe is economic. A newspaper account gives the
details of Western aid in financial forms to subdued Czechoslovakia:

Premier Oldrich Cernik said Friday that Czechoslovakia 
had obtained pledges for between $200 million and $300 million in 
commercial credit to help make its outdated industry competitive 
on world markets. Although Cernik carefully avoided identifying

• the source of the credits at a 90-minute news conference, the
context of his remarks suggested that Western commercial banks, 
rather than government lending institutions were involved.

®^Boris Boskovic, "Tito Stresses Yugoslav Ties with West", 
Montana Standard (Butte), Nov. 11, 1968, p. 9.

82"Cernik tells of Backing for Industry", Great Falls Tribune, 
Feb. 8, 1969, p. 2.
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Thus, the West, including the United States, can gain the con
fidence of Communist East Europe by economic aid. As was seen earlier, 
the economic sphere is perhaps the area in which East-West relations 
can show the quickest improvement and cooperation.

Thirdly, the United States should strive to work through 
supranational organizations, such as NATO, the United Nations, and 
international trade organizations, to aid the emergence of freedom 
in Communist East Europe. A newspaper account gives an opinion by a 
private American citizen on what America should do to preserve the 
spirit of freedom now emerging in Communist East Europe:

"We shouldn’t intervene militarily, but I do think we 
should make strong protests to the Russian leaders and through 
the United Nations. One way we might do this is to refuse to 
allow the Russians and other Communist countries to participate 
in the Olympics. 1 don’t think the United Nations should in
tervene militarily, however,since I don’t believe that it’s going 
to develop into a major war.83

So, the United States can work through supranational organiza
tions to help liberal Communist regimes in East Europe, and also 
to bring moral erasure upon the Soviet Union and her conservative 
Communist allies.

The United States can work through NATO in order to assist the
liberal regimes of Communist East Europe. A newspaper article reveals
NATO's plans to deal with Soviet lack of force in Eastern Europe:

Informants said NATO leaders at the ministerial meeting 
were drafting a declaration that any new Communist thrust in 
Durope would meet something stronger than the Western viewing

83Dennis Jones, "Should U.S. Do More to Help Czechs?", Great 
Falls Tribune, Aug. 26, 1968, p. 1.
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with alarm that followed the Warsaw Pact invasion of Czechoslo
vakia Aug. 20.

• NATO strategists are working on contingency plans for de
fending certain countries considered candidates for possible 
Soviet attack, highly qualified sources said. Such countries 
include Austria--not a NATO member—and the maverick Communist 
nations of Yugoslavia, Albania, and Romania, they said.^4

Thus, by offering military protection to the liberal regimes 
of Communist East Europe, through NATO, the United States and the 
West can gain the confidence of the Communist nations’ leaders and 
people. NATO action would also cause the Soviet Union at least to 
hesitate to attack any liberal Communist state in Eastern Europe.

Another means by which the United States can gain the confidence
of Communist East European nations is to enter into pacts with them.
A newspaper account relates how the U.S. and Romania signed a pact
on the peaceful uses of nuclear energy:

The United States will sign an agreement with Romania 
Friday on the peaceful uses of nuclear energy-~the first such 
pact with a Communist country other than the Soviet Union.

Dr. Olenn T. Seaborg, chairman of the Atomic Energy Com
mission, and Dr. Horia Hulubei, President of Romania’s committee 
for nuclear energy, will formally approve the memorandum on 
exchange of scientists, students, and unclassified information 
at the ABC.85

The United States evidences its trust of the Communist East 
European states by directly entering into such agreements with thea. 
This is bound to create an atmosphere of mutual trust, confidence, and 
good will between the West and the Communists. And this is what is

• needed if the Communist East European states are to be swayed away
from Soviet influence.

84''NATO Hand Extended to Balkans”, Great Falls Tribune, Nov. 16, 
1968, p. 2.

85”U.S. to Sign Romania N-Pact”, Great Falls Tribune 
Nov. 22, 1968, p 2.
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Fourthly, the United States can aid the emergence of freedom
in Communist East Europe by conferring directly with East European
leaders. A newspaper article tells of U.S. Senator Mike Mansfield’s
meeting with President Tito of Yugoslavia in 1968:

Sen. Mike Mansfield, D-Mont., the U. S. Senate majority 
leader, talked with President Tito Thursday.

An announcement said that they held a friendly conversation 
at which U.S. Ambassador C. Barke Elbrick and Vladimir Popovic, 
Tito’s secretary-general, were present.

Mansfield declined to comment on his talks with Tito,
Foreign observers here noted that relations between 

Yugoslavia and the United States have improved considerably 
since the Soviet-led occupation of Czechoslovakia Aug. 20.

Tito said in a public speech Sunday that the Soviets will 
not be able to isolate Yugoslavia because of the Yugoslavian 
friendship with Western countries.^

Thus, the United States, by sending top-level officials to confer 
with the top-level officials of the Communist East European states, 
can gain the friendship of the Communists in Eastern Europe. This 
is necessary if the West and the Communists are to build a foundation 
of mutual trust and confidence.

86"Mansfield Confers With Tito in Yugoslav Capital", Montana 
Standard (Butte), Nov. 15, 1968, p. 2.



CHAPTER EIGHT

CONCLUSION

This thesis can be summarized as follows: Introduction - there
is a spirit of emergent freedom in Communist East Europe today, in 
early 1969. This spirit is manifesting itself in gradual ways, and not 
as a sudden, voluminous thrust which promises to tear all eight of the 
Communist East European states away from the Soviet control and the 
Marxist influence, Origin - the Communist take-over of the Communist 
East European nations was accomplished mostly through naked force, and 
with the help of the Red Army, except in the case of Czechoslovakia. 
There, the Communists, through a series of internal political maneuvers, 
lodged themselves firmly in power. History - the outstanding historical 
e/ents in Communist East Europe, from 1945 to 1969, include Tite's de
fection from Soviet Control in 1948, the East Berlin uprising in 1953, 
the Polish and Hungarian revolution of 1956, Albania's alignment with 
Communist Red China in 1961, Romania’s defection from Soviet Control in 
1963, the liberalization program of Alexander Dubeek in Czechoslovakia 
in 1968, and the subsiquent Warsaw Pact invasion of Czechoslovakia in 
1968, with its attendant consequences, some of them continuing early 
into 1969, Development - notable reforms in Poland and Hungary since

• 1956, and especially in Czechoslovakia in 1968, and economic reform over

the entire Communist East European region since 1945 have given impetus 
to the emergence of freedom in Communist East Europe. Controversy -
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struggles between the Soviet Union and the Communist East European 
states, between the states themselves, and between factions within 
several states have led to the loosening of the Soviet hegemony over 
Eastern Europs, making allowance for more freedom. Progress - 
even after the Soviet-led invasion of Czechoslovakia on August 20, 
1968, the emergence of freedom in Communist East Europe has continued 
to progress remarkably. In Czechoslovakia, the spirit of freedom 
still burns fervently. In Yugoslavia and Romania, there is no sign 
of a return to the Soviet alliance. In Albania, hatred for the 
Soviet Union increases. In Poland, there are signs of freedom of 
religion. In Hungary, a cautious and opportunistic regime proceeds 
very slowly with at least a few popular reforms. In East Germany, 
an apprehensive Ulbricht has begun to make overtures to the West.
Even in conservative Bulgaria, there are signs of economic cooperation 
with the West. Philosophy - the United States can greatly assist the 
emergence of freedom in Communist East Europe by doing four things:
1. understanding Russia; 2. supporting independent Communist East 
European regimes; 3. working through supranational organizations such 
as NATO, the United Nations, and international trade organizations; 
and 4. conferring directly with Communist East European leaders on 
problems of mutual interest. Conclusion - there is an emergence of 
freedom in Communist East Europe and it will eventually bring about a 
collapse of the totalitarian hegemony over Eastern Europe, and, per
haps, a return of democracy to the area.

In conclusion, the emergence of freedom in Communist East 
Europe is an undeniable fact. The tumultuous events in Czechoslovakia
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in 1968 were a turning point. For the first time in Eastern Europe, 
reforms directed toward freedom were adopted by a national Communist 
regime, which, at the same time, had the support of the people it 
governed, as it initiated these reforms. This development is the sig
nal for the decline of the Marxist influence in Eastern Europe; it 
is the signal for the triumph of freedom and democracy. For freedom 
is a basic impulse of the human heart; no totalitarian system, no 
matter how powerful, canpOt for long suppress the basic human desire 
for freedom. Time is on freedom’s side in Communist East Europe, and 
freedom will win out.

THE END
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