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Ustav narodni paméti
- Komise pro
vySetrfovani zlocinl
proti polskému
narodu

(Instytut Pamieci Narodowej
- Komisja §c1gan1a Zbrodni przeciwko
Narodowi Polskiemu)

Ustav narodnf paméti (IPN) je stétni
instituce se statutem orgdnu stétni
sprdvy. Byl ustanoven v roce 2000 na
zédkladé zakona schvdleného Sejmem Polské
republiky.

Nové ustanovenému Ulstavu byly své-
Feny Ukoly celkem trojiho charakteru:
realizace védeckého vyzkumu a vzdélavéni
v oblasti soudobych déjin Polska, sprava
archivnich materid1d orgdni komunistické
stadtni bezpecnosti a vySetFovédni nacis-
tickych a komunistickych zloinlG a dal-
§ich zloCinh proti Tidskosti a Tidskym
prévim. P1néni téchto Gkoll se vénuji
GUstredni odbory UGstavu.

Kanceldr pro vzdélavédni verejnos-
ti IPN se vénuje realizaci vyzkumnych
projektd zamé&rfenych na historii Pol-
ska v obdobi Tet 1939-1989 a soucasné
zpristupfiuje poznatky na toto téma,
porédd konference, vystavy, prednds-
ky pro vefejnost a Skoleni pro peda-
gogy a studenty. Ustav je vydavatelem
dvou védeckych periodik, kterd vychéa-
zeji v pUlroéni periodicité: ,Pamieé
i Sprawiedliwo$¢” (,Pamét a sprave-
dlnost“) a ,Aparat Represji w Polsce
Ludowej 1944-1989” (,Represivni apardt
v Tidovém Polsku v letech 1944-1989%)

a ddle i populdrnévédecky mé&sicnik
»Biuletyn Instytutu Pamieci Narodowej”
(,Bulletin Ustavu nérodni paméti“). Za
svou osmiletou existenci vydal Ustav
celkem 250 kniZnich publikact.

Ukolem Kancelé&fe pro zpFistupfiovani
a archivaci dokumentl je zpristuprovani
dokumentd komunistické stdtni bezpec-
nosti osobdm, které se staly obé&tmi
sledovédni a represi, a ddle védclim
a novindram.

Komise pro vySetfovdni zloCinl proti
polskému nérodu realizuje trestnéprév-

ni Fizeni v z&leZitostech nacistickych
a komunistickych zlo¢inl a dals§ich
z1o¢inl spachanych na Poldcich v letech
1939-1989 vcetné vadlecnych zlocinl

a zlo¢inl proti lidskosti.

V roce 2007 byly kompetence Ustavu
ndrodni paméti roz§ireny o provadén{
Tustraci verejnych ¢initelld - s touto
skutecnosti byl spojen vznik nového,
¢tvrtého odboru IPN - Lustra&niho Gradu.

Struktura IPN je sloZena z centrd-
1y ve VarSavé a z jedendcti Uzemnich
oddéleni, jeZ sid1i ve velkych polskych
méstech. V IPN pracuje vice neZ 2000
zaméstnancl a jeho rozpoCet na rok 2008
¢ini 6 mil. eur.

Poatky spoluprace Ustavu nédrod-
ni paméti s institucemi v CR, jeZ se
zabyvaji vyzkumem soudobych déjin, 1ze
datovat Fijnem 2000. Tehdy se dr. tukasz
Kamiriski zGc€astnil praZské konference
,0d transformace k transformaci. Polsko
a Ceskoslovensko v letech 1947(48)-
1989”, na niZ prednesl prispévek vénova-
ny roli, jiZz IPN pini v procesu doku-
mentace soudobych déjin Polska.

Dne 30. 7. 2001 absolvovala delegace
IPN v Cele s tehdej$im predsedou Ustavu
prof. Leonem Kieresem oficidini ndv3tévu
Oradu pro dokumentaci a vy$etFovani zlo-
¢ind komunismu (UDV) v Praze. Recipro&ni
ndv§téva se uskutecnila dne 26. 9. 2002.

Prohlubovdni kontaktd a spolupréce
nastalo v roce 2003. UZ37 spolupréce
byla navdzéna také s Ustavem pro soudobé
d&jiny Akademie vé&d Ceské republiky (USD
AV CR).

V z&r{ 2003 se ve VarSavé uskutecnila
polsko-Ceskd védeckd konference s ndzvem
,Polsko a Ceskoslovensko v roce 1968,
jiZ doprovodila vernisdZ stejnojmenné
vystavy a zvl1&$tni vydani ,Bulletinu
IPN“ vénovaného polsko-Cesko-slovenskym
vztahtm. PFispévky z konference byly
zverejnény formou dvojjazycného polsko-
¢eského kniZniho vydédni. Vystava ,Polsko
a Ceskoslovensko v roce 1968 v polské
a Ceské jazykové verzi byla s Uspéchem
uvedena v nékolika desitkdch mést v Pol-
sku a CR.

V dubnu 2004 se dr. tukasz Kamiriski
stal ¢lenem redakéni rady ctvrtletniku
3Soudobé déjiny“, ktery vydava USD AV
CR.



Ve dnech 4.-6. 11. 2004 se ve Vra-
tislavi uskute¢nila konference nazvand
,Mezi nucenym prdtelstvim a skutecnou
solidaritou. Ce$i - Poléci - Slovaci
v letech 1938/39-1945-1989”, jejimiz
spoluporadateli se staly IPN a 0USD. PF{i-
spévky z konference byly zvefejnény ve
formé sborniku vydaného IPN.

V roce 2005 se partneiri z USD a UDV
stali spolupofadateli mezindrodni védecké
konference ,Aparat komunistické bezpecnos-
ti ve stfedni a vychodni Evropé v letech
1944/45-1989”, kteréd se uskutecnila ve
dnech 16.-18. Cervna 2005 ve Var3avé.

Po¢inaje rokem 2007 je novym partne-
rem IPN Ustav pro studium totalitnich
rezimd (USTR). V prosinci 2007 se usku-
te¢nila oficidlni navit&va zastupcu USTR
v Ustavu narodni paméti.

Konference ,Bezpecnostni aparat,
propaganda a PraZzské jaro“ je prvni
velkou akci organizovanou za spolec¢ného
prispéni IPN a USTR.

Ustav pro studium
totalitnich rezimi

Ustav pro studium totalitnich reZima
funguje v Ceské republice od Unora 2008.
Po dlouhych bojich o prijeti zdkona
o Ustavu pro studium totalitnich reZimi
vznikla prestizni instituce, kterd se
zasazuje o dlsledné poznévani minulos-
ti. Parlament schvalil zdkon o zFizeni
Ustavu jako ,vyraz svého presvéd&ent,
Ze 74&dné protiprdvni konénfi totalitniho
¢i autoritativniho reZimu proti obZandm
nemiZe byt chrénéné tajemstvim ani nesmi
byt zapomenuto®.

Ukoly Ustavu pro studium totalitnich
reziml zahrnujfi:

- zkoumdni a nestranné hodnoceni
doby nesvobody a obdobi komunistické
totalitni moci, zkoumdni antidemokra-
tické a zloCinné Cinnosti orgdn( stétu,
zejména jeho bezpeénostnich sloZek,

a zloCinné Cinnosti Komunistické strany
Ceskoslovenska, jako? i daliich organi-
zaci zaloZenych na jeji ideologii,

- analyzu pric¢in a zplsobl likvidace
demokratického reZimu v obdobi komu-
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nistické totalitni moci, dokumentovadni
Gcasti domdcich a zahrani&nich osob na
podpotfe komunistického reZimu a odporu
proti nému,

- zpPistupfiovéni dokumentl vypo-
vidajicich o dobé& nesvobody a obdobf
komunistické totalitni moci, zejména
o ¢innosti bezpecnostnich sloZek a for-
méch pronésledovdni i odporu,

- prevedeni prevzatych dokumentl bez
zbytecného odkladu do elektronické podo-
by,

- dokumentaci nacistickych a komunis-
tickych zlocina,

- poskytovédni vysledkl své Cinnosti
verfejnosti, a to zejména zverejrovanim
informaci o dobé& nesvobody, o obdobf
komunistické totalitni moci, o Cinech
a osudech jednotlivcu,

- vydadvédni a $iFeni publikaci, pora-
déani vystav, seminédrli, odbornych konfe-
renci a diskusf,

- spolupréci s védeckymi, kulturni-
mi, vzdéldvacimi a dal3imi institucemi
za GCelem vymény informaci a zkuSenos-
ti v odbornych otdzkéch, spolupraci se
zahrani¢nimi institucemi nebo osobami,
které maji obdobné zamérenfy.

V prvnim roce svého piasobeni Ustav
pro studium totalitnich reZimd vydal dvé
¢isla Casopisu Pamé&t a déjiny a k vyro-
¢i srpna 1968 pripravil prestiZni
publikaci ,O0b&ti okupace. Ceskosloven-
sko 21. 8. - 31. 12. 1968“. Prichystal
také vystavu ,Za va$i a na$i svobodu®
na poCest hrdinl, ktefi protestovali
proti okupaci CSSR v zemfch vychodniho
bloku, spolu s vystavou zorganizoval
nékolikadenni navitévu disidentl z péti
zemi, kteréd byla podé&kovdnim za jejich
hrdinstvi. V Praze, Karviné i v Pamédt-
niku Vojna u Pribrami predstavil vystavu
o byvalych politickych véznich ,K 231
- Aby se to uZ neopakovalo“. Spustil
origindlni webové stranky k roku 1968.
Uspotddal filmovy festival ,ZmaFené nadé-
je“. Rozbéhl sérii vzdé&ldvacich semi-
narfld. Vyrazné pokroc¢il v digitalizaci
dokumentd z Archivu ministerstva vnitra.
Porddad konferenci ,Bezpe&nostni aparat,
propaganda a PraZské jaro“, v listopadu
chystéd mezindrodni konferenci o akti-
vitdch KGB a na jare pristiho roku
usporrddd mezindrodni konferenci o odboji
proti komunistickému reZimu.



Ustav d&jin madarské
revoluce 1956

Ustav d&jin madarské revoluce 1956
(ddle jen Institut 1956) se poklada
predev§im za nédstupce Institutu soci-
ologie a politiky Imre Nagyho, ktery
pGsobil v Bruselu v letech 1959 aZ 1963,
a také za néstupce dalSich zépadnich
organizaci emigrantd a spisovateld, kte-
Fi dohliZeli na odkaz Madarské revoluce
po vice neZ trfi desetilety.

Snahy organizace, kterd se pozdéji
méla stat Institutem 1956, se v Madarsku
datuji uZ od zaCdtku osmdesédtych Tlet,
kdy G€astnici revoluce poCali rekonstru-
ovat a historicky dokumentovat udédlosti
roku 1956. D&jiny revoluce se jevily,

a do jisté miry stédle jevi, jako nejasné
- a to kvili zkreslenym podédnim, podvr-
him a mystifikaci Kadédrova reZimu. PomocT
rozhovord, paméti, diskuzi a dokumen-
tt, které se podarfilo nashromdzdit, se
v&dci pokusili sestavit pravdivy vycet
udédlosti v Madarsku v roce 1956, predtim
i poté. Céstecné za stejnym Gcelem na
jare roku 1988 byla zaloZena Rada pro
historickou spravedinost. Archivy oral-
ni historie byly zaloZeny v roce 1986

s prfednim cilem nahrdt tolik rozhovori

s osobnostmi revoluce, kolik bude moZné.

Predb&Znd rada a doCasnd mezind-
rodni dozorc¢i rada Institutu 1956
byly ustaveny 17. Cervna 1989, den po
opétovném pohifbeni Imre Nagyho a dal-
§ich obé&ti reZimu. 1. bFezna 1990 byly
Institut 1956 i jeho zaloZeni prévné
uzndny. Institut zacal plsobit v brez-
nu 1991 jako soukromé nadace. V roce
1995 vldda Madarské republiky Institutu
1956 zarucila oficidini status statni
nadace. 0d roku 1997 pracuje Institut
1956 na zakladé& nového strategického
cile pFijatého zacdtkem roku 1997, a to
pfeménit se na Ustav soudobych déjin.

To obnad3i pokracovani v pracich na
projektech individudiniho i hromadného
vyzkumu, které pokryvaji obdobi od konce
druhé svétové védlky po zménu systému

a zasahuji aZ do obdobi prfed studenou
vélkou. Tim se do jisté miry prodluzu-
je obdobi bé&Zné& povaZované za soudobé
déjiny Madarska. Hlavni Gkol prFidéleny

v souCasnosti Institutu spolu s vyzku-
my uddlosti roku 1956 je novy projekt:
Kédartv systém vliady jako poststalinska
verze systémd sovétského typu.

Vice informaci o Cinnosti, zaméstnan-
cich, sbirkdch a publikacich Institutu
1956 ziskate na webovych strankéch

www. rev.hu



The Institute of
National Remembrance
- Commission of

the Prosecution of
Crimes against the
Polish Nation (IPN)

was established in 2000 by an act
of the Parliament of the Republic of
Poland. The IPN is a public institution
with the status of a public administra-
tion body.

The newly created Institute of Pub-
Tic Remembrance was charged with three
types of tasks: research and education
in the contemporary history of Poland,
the management of the archival legacy
of the communist security services, as
well as prosecuting Nazi, communist and
other crimes against humanity and human
rights. These tasks are performed by the
main departments of the Institute.

The IPN Public Education Office carries
out research projects related to the
history of Poland in the years 1939-1989
and disseminates knowledge of that topic
by organizing conferences, exhibitions,
public Tectures and classes for teachers
and students. The Institute publishes
two semi-annual scientific journals:
“Pamieé¢ i Sprawiedliwo$¢” (Remembran-
ce and Justice) and “Aparat Represji w
Polsce Ludowej 1944-1989” (The Repres-
sive Machine in the People’s Republic
of Poland 1944-1989) as well as the
“Biuletyn Instytutu Pamieci Narodowej”
(IPN Bulletin) monthly for the general
public. Over the eight years of its ope-
ration, the Institute has published over
250 books.

The Office for Preservation and
Dissemination of Archival Records provi-
des access to communist security ser-
vice documents to people who were kept
under their surveillance or victimized
as well as researchers and journalists.

The Commission for the Prosecution of
Crimes against the Polish Nation car-
ries out criminal proceedings regarding
Nazi, communist and other crimes against
Poles in the years 1939-1989, including
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war crimes and crimes against humanity.

In 2007, the IPN was tasked with the
vetting of public officials, which led
to the establishment of the fourth IPN
department—the Vetting Office.

The IPN structure includes the cen-
tral ofice in Warsaw and eleven local
ofices in main Polish cities. The IPN
employs over 2000 people and its 2008
budget was €6 million.

* k%

The cooperation of the IPN with Czech
institutions that conduct research
into contemporary history dates back
to October 2000, when tukasz Kamiriski
PhD presented a paper on the IPN’s role
in documenting Poland’s contemporary
history at the “From a Transformation to
a Transformation. Poland and Czechoslo-
vakia in 1947(48)-1989” conference in
Prague.

On 30 July 2001, an IPN delegati-
on led by the IPN Chairman Prof. Leon
Kieres paid an official visit at the Office
for the Documentation and Investigati-
on of the Crimes of Communism (UDV) in
Prague. The return visit was paid on 26
September 2002.

The contacts and cooperation inten-
sified in 2003. A closer cooperation was
also established with the Institute of
Contemporary History of the Czech Aca-
demy of Sciences in Prague (USD)

In September 2003, the Polish-Czech
academic conference “Around the Prague
Spring” was held, and an exhibition was
opened with the same title. A special
issue of the “IPN Bulletin” on Polish-
Czech-Slovak relations was prepared, and
the conference materials were publis-
hed in a book in Polish and Czech. The
“Around the Prague Spring” exhibition in
Polish and Czech language versions was
successfully presented in several dozen
cities and towns across Poland and the
Czech Republic.

In April 2004, tukasz Kaminski PhD
became a member of the USD’s quarterly
“Soudobe Dejiny” editorial council.

On 4-6 November 2004 the “Between
Forced Friendship and Sincere Soli-
darity. The Czech—the Poles—the Slo-
vaks 1938/39-1945-1989” conference was
organized jointly by the IPN and USD in
Wroctaw. The conference materials were



published by the IPN in a book form.

In 2005, partners from the USD and
UDV were the co-organizers of the inter-
national academic conference entitled
“The Communist Security Apparatus in
Central and Eastern Europe 1944/45-1989”
in Warsaw on 16-18 June 2005.

In 2007, the IPN gained a new part-
ner—the Institute for the Study of
Totalitarian Regimes (USTR). In December
2007, representatives of the USTR paid
an official visit at the IPN.

The “Security Apparatus, Propaganda
and Prague Spring” conference is the
first Targe project conducted jointly by
the IPN and USTR.

The Institute
for the Study of
Totalitarian Regimes

The Institute for the Study of
Totalitarian Regimes has been active
in the Czech Republic since February
2008. This prestigious institute was
established under the rule of the Act
on the Institute for the Study of Tota-
Titarian Regimes and its main objecti-
ve is to ascertain history. It shall
be noted that many “battles” had to be
fought before the Act on the Institute
for the Study of Totalitarian Regimes
on was finally passed and the parliament
declared that “any unlawful conduct of
totalitarian or authoritarian regimes
against the citizens may not become con-
fidential and must not be forgotten.”

The Goals of the Institute for the
Study of Totalitarian Regimes are:
research and nonpartisan evaluation of
the time of oppresion and the period of
Communist totalitarian power, research
of antidemocratic and criminal activiti-
es of state structure, namely its secu-
rity forces, and the criminal activities
of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia
and other organizations based on its
ideology; analyze causes and methods
of the liquidation of the democra-
tic regime during the rule of Commu-

nist totalitarian power, document the
participation of domestic and foreign
persons in the support of the Communist
regime, and the resistance against it;
acquire and to make accessable to the
public those documents testifying about
the time of repression and the era of
Communist totalitarian power, namely
the activities of the security forces
and the forms of the repression and the
resistance; transfer withut unnecessa-
ry delay acquired documents into the
digital form; document Nazi and Commu-
nist crimes; give the public access to
the result of its activities, namely
the publication of information about
the time of repression and the era of
Communist totalitarian power, about the
acts and individual destinies, print
and distribute publications, organize
exhibitions, seminars, expert conferen-
ces, and discussions; cooperate with
scientific, cultural, educational, and
other institutions for the purpose of
exchanging information nd experience in
scholarly investigations; coperate with
foreign institutions or persons with
similar focus.

In the first year of its activity the
Institute for the Study of Totalitari-
an Regimes published two issues of the
magazine called ,,Pamét a déjiny* (Memory
and History) and for the anniversary of
August of 1968 the publication called
»Victims, Occupation, Czechoslovakia,
21st August - 31st December 1968“ was
prepared as well as an exhibition ,For
Your Freedom and Ours“, which commemora-
tes the heroes who protested against the
occupation of Czechoslovakia in the for-
mer Eastern block countries. The exhi-
bition was also accompanied by a seve-
ral-day visit of dissidents from five
countries and the Institute expressed
the thanks for their bravery. The
Institute also presented an exhibition
called ,,K 231 - Never Again“ in Prague,
Karvind and in the memorial Vojna u PF{i-
brami. The exhibition focuses on former
institutions for political prisoners.
Other activities include a film festival
entitled ,Shattered Hopes® and a series
of educational workshops. The Institute
has also made great progress in digi-
tizing documents from the Archive of



the Interior Ministry. The Institute is
organizing an international conference
called ,Security Apparatus, Propagandism
and Prague Spring“. In November the-

re will be an international conference
about the KGB/NKVD activities; and in
spring 2009 a conference on resistance
against the communist regime will take
place.

The Institute for
the History of

the 1956 Hungarian
Revolution

The Institute for the History of the
1956 Hungarian Revolution (hereafter
1956 Institute) considers itself pri-
marily the successor of the Imre Nagy
Institute of Sociology and Politics,
which operated in Brussels between 1959
and 1963, and of other western emigrant
organizations and writers that main-
tained the inheritance of the Hungarian
Revolution for more than three decades.

In Hungary, the efforts of what was to
become the 1956 Institute go back as far
as the early 1980s, when participants
of the Revolution began to reconstruct
and historicize the events of 1956. The
history of the Revolution had been and
to some extent still is obscured by the
distortions, falsifications and obfus-
cations of the K d r regime. With the
help of interviews, memoirs, discussi-
ons, and with what documents could be
collected, these scholars have attempted
to establish a genuine account of the
events in Hungary in and around 1956.
The Committee for Historical Justice
was founded partly with the same purpose
in the spring of 1988. The Oral History
Archives was established in 1986 with
the primary goal of recording as many
interviews with figures of the Revolution
as possible.

The preparatory committee and tem-
porary international board of trustees
of the 1956 Institute were formed on
June 17, 1989, the day after the reburi-
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al of Imre Nagy and his fellow martyrs.
On March 1, 1990, the 1956 Institute and
its foundation were legally registered.
The Institute started its work in March,
1991 as a private foundation. In 1995,
the government of the Hungarian Republic
granted the 1956 Institute the official
status of a public foundation.

Since 1997 the 1956 Institute is
working on the on the basis of a new
strategic objective adopted at the
beginning of 1997 (to transform itself
into an institute of contemporary histo-
ry). This means continuing individual
and collective research projects that
embrace the period from the end of the
Second World War to the change of system
and reach back into the period before
the Cold War. This extends somewhat the
period normally identified with con-
temporary history in Hungary. The main
current assignment for the Institute
in 2008, alongside its researches into
1956, is a new Institute project: The
Kadar system as post-Stalinist version
of the Soviet-type systems.

On activity, staff, collections and
publications of the 1956 Institute see
our website: www.rev.hu



MEZINARODNI KONFERENCE

BEZPECNOSTNI APARAT
PROPAGANDA
A PRAZSKE JARO

7.-9. zari 2008, Praha

Konference probihd pod z&Stitou

predsedy Sendtu Parlamentu Ceské republiky
Premysla Sobotky

a marSalka Sendtu Polska
Bogdana Borusewicze

Poradatelé:

Ustav pro studium totalitnich reZzimt (USTR)

Ustav narodni pam&ti (IPN)

Ustav d&jin madarské revoluce 1956 (Institute 1956)
Polsky institut (PI)

Filozofickéd fakulta Univerzity Karlovy (FF UK)



PROGRAM_CZ

Nedéle 7. zari 2008

18:30 Zahajeni vystavy ,Invaze
1968, pripravené
Ostavem narodni paméti
(IPN)

Prostory pred Rudolfinem, nam.

Jana Palacha

20:00 Hudba pro Prahu 1968
- In memoriam Ryszard
Siwiec

Dvordkova sin Rudolfina, ndam.

Jana Palacha

K. HUSA: Hudba pro Prahu 1968

T. BAIRD: Concerto Tlugubre

L. VAN BEETHOVEN: Symfonie €. 3 Eroica
hraje Narodni symfonicky orchestr Polského
rozhlasu z Katowic pod vedenim tukasze
Borowicze a violista Ryszard Groblewski

Raut pro zvané

Pondé1i 8. zari 2008
9:00 Registrace

Aula Filozofické fakulty UK,

ndm. Jana Palacha

9:30 Zahajeni konference
Aula Filozofické fakulty UK,
ndm. Jana Palacha

PFemys1 Sobotka,

predseda Sendtu Parlamentu CR

Zbigniew Romaszewski,

mistopfedseda Sendtu Polska

Pavel Zacek,

Feditel Ustavu pro studium totalitnich reZimd

Janusz Kurtyka,

prezident Institutu Pamieci Narodowej
Janos Rainer,

Feditel Ustavu d&jin madarské revoluce 1956

10.00 Panel I: Evropa
a PraZské jaro v roce
1968

moderdtor: Miroslav Lehky, USTR

JERZY EISLER, IPN: Polsko v roce 1968
CSABA BEKES, 1956 Institute: Madarsko

a PraZské jaro

TOMAS VILIMEK, USTR: PraZské jaro a jeho
vniméni v NDR-SED, spole&nost a opozice
MILAN SOVILJ, Institut za noviju
istoriju Srbije: Ohlasy sové&tské okupace
Ceskoslovenska v jugoslavském tisku
PIERRE KENDE, 1956 Institute: PraZské

jaro z pariZské perspektivy

12:30 Prestavka

14:00 Panel II: Bezpeénostni
aparat v sovétskych
satelitech a PraZské
jaro

moderdtor: tukasz Kaminski, IPN

MAGDOLNA BARATH, Historical Archive of
State Security Apparatuses: Recepce
PraZského jara madarskym bezpe&nostnim
aparatem

LADISLAU ANTONIU CSENDES, National
Council for the Study of the Securitate
Archives: PraZské jaro z perspektivy
rumunskych bezpe&nostnich archivi
GRZEGORZ MAJCHRZAK, IPN: Polska tajna
sluZba a PraZské jaro



15:30 Panel III: Bezpelnostni
apardt v Ceskoslovensku
a PraZzské jaro

moderdtor: Petr Blazek, USTR

TOMAS BURSIK, USTR: Bezpe&nostni aparét
a sledovani aktivit K 231, KANu ad.

v pribé&hu roku 1968

MICHAL GREGOR, Ustav pamiti naroda:
UdéTosti roku 1968 z pohledu StB na
Slovensku

JAN KALOUS, Academia Rerum Civilium -
Vysokd Skola politickych a spoleCenskych
véd Kolin,

DARIUSZ DABROWSKI, Instytut Pamieci
Narodowej, Opole: Jiéinské udalosti
roku 1968 na zakladé Ceskych a polskych
dokumenti

PAVEL ZACEK, USTR: Cinnost GstFedniho
organu Ceskoslovenské politické policie
ve dnech od 20. do 26. srpna 1968

17:30 PraZské jaro a film I

Projekce: Ceskoslovensky filmovy tydenik
Projekce: Zmatek (1969, reZie Evald
Schorm)

DANIEL RUZICKA, Totalita.cz: Prazské jaro
v seriédlu ,Tricet pripadid majora Zemana“

Otery 9. zaFi 2008

9:30 Panel IV: Okupace

Ceskoslovenska
moderétor: Tom&$ Bursik, USTR

WEADYStAW BUtHAK, IPN: Oblasti vyzkumu
zapojeni polské armady do akce ,Dunaj“
MILAN BARTA, USTR: Ob&ti vojsk Var$avské
smlouvy v roce 1968

LUKAS CVRCEK, USTR: Trestna &innost
pFisludnika okupa&nich sil v roce 1968
PETR BLAZEK, USTR: Propaganda
okupaénich vojsk

ANDREA KOZARY, University of

National Defense, Budapest: Okupace
Ceskoslovenska - madarskéd vojenska Géast
v reflexi statni bezpeénosti na zakladé
nové objevenych dokumentl

11:30 PraZské jaro a film II

Projekce: Madarské filmové tydeniky
Projekce: Polské propagandistické

filmy (,Brénili jsme jednotu“; udryvek
filmového tydeniku z r. 1968, Cast poradu
Zbigniewa Skoczylase, distojnika polské
armddy, UCastnika intervence v roce
1968)

12:30 Prestéavka

14:00 Panel V: Druhy Zivot
PraZského jara

moderdtor: Krzysztof Persak, IPN

KRISTINA BURINSKAITE, Genocide and

resistance research centre of Lithuania:

Nové podoby antisovétskych tendenci

v Litvé a aktivity KGB proti PraZskému

jaru

JAROSLAV CORANIC, Univerzita PreZov:

Obnoveni Feckokatolické cirkve

v Ceskoslovensku v r. 1968

JANOS RAINER, 1956 Institute:

»Koréulskd deklarace“ k 21. srpnu 1968

a jeji prijeti madarskym stranickym

a bezpecnostnim aparatem

tUKASZ KAMINSKI, IPN: Zku$enost roku

1968 a polskd krize 1980-1981

15:50 Pam&tnici o PraZském jaru
- diskuse

moderator: Petruka Sustrova
MIROSLAV KUSY
JAROSLAV SUK

LIBUSE SILHANOVA
AGNIESZKA HOLLAND

17:00 Zakonleni konference

- 3%



INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE

SECURITY APPARATUS
PROPAGANDISM
AND PRAGUE SPRING

7-9 September 2008, Prague

Under the auspices

of the Presidents of the Polish and Czech Senates

PFemys1 Sobotka

and

Bogdan Borusewicz

Organizers:

Institute for the Study of Totalitarian Regimes (USTR)

Institute of National Remembrance (IPN)

Institute for the History of the 1956 Hungarian Revolution (Institute 1956)

Polish Institute (PI)
Faculty of Arts, Charles University (FF UK)



PROGRAM_EN

Sunday, September 7

18:30 Opening of exhibition
“1968 Invasion*,
prepared by Institute of
National Remembrance

Jan Palach square, beside the

RudoTlfinum concert hall

20:00 Music for Prague 1968
- In memoriam Ryszard
Siwiec
Dvordkova sin in Rudolfinum
concert hall, Jan Palach square

K. HUSA: Music for Prague 1968

T. BAIRD: Concerto lugubre

L. VAN BEETHOVEN: Symfony No. 3 “Eroica”
National Polish Radio Symphony Orchestra
Katowice, conducted by Lukasz Borowitz

viola Ryszard Groblewski

Banquet

Monday, September 8

9:00 Registration
University hall in Faculty of
Arts, Jan Palach square

9:30 Opening
University hall in Faculty of
Arts, Jan Palach square

Pfemys1 Sobotka,

chairman of the Senate of the Czech Republic
Zbigniew Romaszewski,

deputy marshal of Polish Senat

Pavel Zé&cek,

director of the Institute for the Study of
Totalitarian Regimes

Janusz Kurtyka,

president of the Institute of National
Remembrance

Janos Rainer,

director of the Institute for the History of
the 1956 Hungarian Revolution

10:00 Panel I: Europe and
Prague Spring in 1968

moderator: Miroslav Lehky, USTR

JERZY EISLER, IPN: Poland in 1968

CSABA BEKES, 1956 Institute: Hungary and
the Prague Spring

TOMAS VILIMEK, USTR: Reception of the
Prague Spring in DDR-SED, society and
opposition

MILAN SOVILJ, Institut za noviju
istoriju Srbije: The Echoes of Soviet
Occupation of Czechoslovakia in
Yugoslav press

PIERRE KENDE, 1956 Institute: The Prague
Spring from a Paris Perspective

12:30 Break

14:00 Panel II: Security
Apparatus in Soviet
satellites and Prague
Spring

moderator: tukasz Kaminski, IPN

MAGDOLNA BARATH, Historical Archive of
State Security Apparatuses: Reception of
the Prague Spring in the Hungarian State
Security Apparatuses

LADISLAU ANTONIU CSENDES, National
Council for the Study of the Securitate
Archives: The Prague Spring, seen
through Romania’s Securitate archives,
January 68 - December 1970

GRZEGORZ MAJCHRZAK, IPN: The Polish
Security Service and the Prague Spring



15:30 Panel III: Security
Apparatus in
Czechoslovakia and
Prague Spring

moderator: Petr BlaZek, USTR

TOMAS BURSIK, USTR: Security Apparatus
and Observation of Activities K 231, KAN
in 1968

MICHAL GREGOR, Ustav pamati naroda:
Events of 1968 in perspective Slovakian
security service

JAN KALOUS, Academia Rerum Civilium -
Vysokd Skola politickych a spoleCenskych
véd Kolin,

DARIUSZ DABROWSKI, Instytut Pamieci
Narodowej, Opole: Events in Jiéin

1968 on the basis of Czech and Polish
documents

PAVEL ZACEK, USTR: Activity of the
Central Organ of Czechoslovak Political
Police between August 20-26, 1968

17:30 Prague Spring and Film I

Projection: Czechoslovak newsreel
Projection: ,Zmatek*“ (1974, directed by
Evald Schorm)

DANIEL RUZICKA, Totalita.cz: Prague
Spring in TV-serial story ,,30 cases of
Major Zeman*

Tuesday, September 9

9:30 Panel IV: Occupation of

Czechoslovakia
moderator: Tom&$ Bursik, USTR

WELADYStAW BUtHAK, IPN: Areas of Research
into the Involvement of the Polish Army
in the “Danube”

MILAN BARTA, USTR: Victims of Armies of
Warsaw Pact in 1968

LUKAS CVRCEK, USTR: Criminal Activity of
Members of Armies of Occupation in 1968
PETR BLAZEK, USTR: Propagandism of
Armies of Occupation in 1968

ANDREA KOZARY, University of National
Defense, Budapest: Occupation of

<
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Czechoslovakia - certain reactions and
reflections of the state security to
the military participation of Hungary,
recently discovered documents

11:30 Prague Spring
and Film II

Projection: Hungarian newsreels
Projection: Polish propaganda films

12:30 Break

14:00 Panel V: Second 1life of
Prague Spring

moderator: Krzysztof Persak, IPN
KRISTINA BURINSKAITE, Genocide and
resistance research centre of Lithuania:
New forms of anti-Soviet movement in
Lithuania and challenges to KGB after
“Prague spring”

JAROSLAV CORANIC, University of Preov:
Restitution of Greek Byzantine Catholic
Church in Czechoslovakia in 1968

JANOS RAINER, 1956 Institute: The
‘Korcula Protest’ on 21 August, 1968 -
and its Reception by the Hungarian Party
& State Security Apparatuses

+UKASZ KAMINSKI, IPN: The 1968
Experience and the Polish Crisis in
1980-1981

15:50 Witnesses about
Prague Spring - Round
Table Discussion with
Witnesses

moderator: Petruska Sustrova
MIROSLAV KUSY
JAROSLAV SUK

LIBUSE SILHANOVA
AGNIESZKA HOLLAND

17:00 Closing of conference



MIEDZYNARODOWA KONFERENCJA

APARAT BEZPIECZENSTWA,
PROPAGANDA
A PRASKA WIOSNA

7-9 wrze$nia 2008 r., Praga

pod patronatem

Przewodniczacego Senatu Republiki Czeskiej
Premysla Sobotky

i

Marszatka Senatu Rzeczypospolitej Polskie]
Bogdana Borusewicza

Organizatorzy:

Instytut Badania Reziméw Totalitarnych (USTR)

Instytut Pamieci Narodowej - Komisja Scigania Zbrodni przeciwko Narodowi Polskiemu
(IPN)

Instytut Historii Rewolucji Wegierskiej 1956 Roku (Institute 1956)

Instytut Polski w Pradze (IP)

Wydziat Filozoficzny Uniwersytetu Karola (FF UK)



PROGRAM_PL

Niedziela, 7 wrzeSnia

18.30 Otwarcie wystawy
»Inwazja 1968”
przygotowanej przez
Instytut Pamieci
Narodowej

Plac Jana Palacha, przed salg

koncertowg Rudolfinum

20.00 Muzyka dla Pragi 1968

- pamieci Ryszarda Siwca
Dvordkova sin w sali
koncertowej Rudolfinum, plac
Jana Palacha

K. Husa: Muzyka dla Pragi 1968

T. Baird: Concerto Tlugubre

L. van Beethoven: 3 symfonia ,Eroica”
Orkiestra Polskiego Radia w Katowicach, dyr.
tukasz Borowicz, skrzypce Ryszard Groblewski

Koktajl (za zaproszeniami)

Poniedziatek,
8 wrze$nia

9.00 Rejestracja uczestnikow
Aula Wydziatu Filozoficznego
Uniwersytetu Karola, plac Jana
Palacha

9.30 Otwarcie konferencji
Aula Wydziatu Filozoficznego
Uniwersytetu Karola, plac Jana
Palacha

Pfemys1 Sobotka,

Przewodniczacy Senatu Republiki Czeskiej
Zbigniew Romaszewski,

Wicemarszatek Senatu Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej

b
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Pavel Zacek,

Dyrektor Instytutu Badania Reziméw
Totalitarnych

Janusz Kurtyka,

Prezes Instytutu Pamieci Narodowej
Janos Rainer,

Dyrektor Instytutu Historii Rewolucji
Wegierskiej 1956 Roku

10.00 Panel I: Europa a Praska
Wiosna 1968 r.

moderator: Miroslav Lehky, USTR

JERZY EISLER, IPN: Polska w 1968 roku
CSABA BEKES, Instytut 1956: Wegry

a Praska Wiosna

TOMAS VILIMEK, USTR: Reakcje na Praska
Wiosne w NRD: SED, spoteczefistwo

i opozycja

MILAN SOVILJ, Instytut Najnowszej
Historii Serbii: Echa sowieckiej
okupacji Czechostowacji w prasie
jugostowianskiej

PIERRE KENDE, Instytut 1956: Praska
wiosna z perspektywy Paryza

12.30 Przerwa

14.00 Panel II: Aparat
bezpieczenstwa pafstwach
satelickich ZSRR a Praska
Wiosna

moderator: tukasz Kaminski

MAGDOLNA BARATH, Archiwum Historyczne
Organdéw Bezpieczenstwa Panstwa:
Wegierski aparat bezpieczefistwa wobec
Praskiej Wiosny

LADISLAU ANTONIU CSENDES, Narodowa Rada
Badan nad Archiwami Securitate: Praska
Wiosna w Swietle dokumentdw Securitate:
styczeii 1968 - grudzien 1970

GRZEGORZ MAJCHRZAK, IPN: S%tuzba
Bezpieczefistwa PRL a Praska Wiosna



15.30 Panel III:
Czechostowacki aparat
bezpieczefistwa wobec
Praskiej Wiosny

moderator: Petr Blazek, USTR

TOMAS BURSIK, USTR: Aparat
bezpieczefistwa a dziatalno§é K 231, KAN
i innych organizacji w 1968 r.

MICHAL GREGOR, Instytut Pamieci Narodu:
Wydarzenia 1968 r. z perspektywy StB na
Stowacji

JAN KALOUS, Academia Rerum Civilium,
Kolin, DARIUSZ DABROWSKI, IPN, Opole:
Wydarzenia 1968 r. w Jifinie w $wietle
dokumentéw czeskich i polskich

PAVEL ZACEK, USTR: Dziatania centralnych
organdw czechostowackiej policji
politycznej w dniach 20-26 sierpnia
1968 r.

17.30 Praska Wiosna i film

(cz. I)
Projekcja: Czechostowacka kronika filmowa
Projekcja: ,Zmatek” (1974, rez. Evald
Schorm)

DANIEL RUZICKA (totalita.cz): Praska
wiosna w serialu telewizyjnym ,30 spraw
majora Zemana”

Wtorek, 9 wrzes$nia

9.30 Panel IV: Okupacja
Czechostowacji

moderator: Tomd$ Bursik (USTR)

WEADYStAW BUtHAK, IPN: Kierunki badah
nad udziatem Wojska Polskiego w operacji
~Dunaj”: materiaty GZP WP, Sztabu
Rozwoju Planowania Obronnego Kraju

i Zarzgdu II SG przechowywane w Archiwum
IPN

MILAN BARTA, USTR: Ofiary wojsk Uktadu
Warszawskiego w 1968 r.

LUKAS CVRCEK, USTR: Zbrodnicze czyny
cztonkdéw sit okupacyjnych w 1968 r.

PETR BLAZEK, USTR: Propaganda wojsk
okupacyjnych w 1968 r.

ANDREA KOZARY, Uniwersytet Obrony
Narodowej, Budapeszt: Okupacja
Czechostowacji - udziat wojsk
wegierskich w obiektywie organdw
bezpieczefistwa w §wietle nowych
dokumentow

11.30 Praska Wiosna i film
(cz. II)

Projekcja: Wegierskie kroniki filmowe
Projekcja: Polskie filmy propagandowe
(,W obronie jedno$ci”, Wytwdrnia
Filmowa ,Czotéwka”), fragment Polskiej
Kroniki Filmowej z 1968 r., fragment
relacji Zbigniewa Skoczylasa, oficera WP,
uczestnika interwencji w 1968 r.

12.30 Przerwa

14.00 Panel V: ,Drugie zycie”
Praskiej Wiosny

moderator: Krzysztof Persak (IPN)
KRISTINA BURINSKAITE, Litewskie Centrum
Badan nad Oporem i Ludobdéjstwem: Nowe
przejawy tendencji antysowieckich na
Litwie i wyzwania dla KGB po Praskiej
Wiosnie

JAROSLAV CORANIC, Uniwersytet

w Presowie: Restytucja grecko-
bizantyjskiego KoSciota katolickiego

w Czechostowacji w 1968 roku

JANOS RAINER, Instytut 1956: Protest
Korczulski z 21 sierpnia 1968 r. i jego
recepcja przez aparat partyjny i aparat
bezpieczefistwa na Wegrzech.

tUKASZ KAMINSKI, IPN: Doéwiadczenie
1968 roku a polski kryzys 1980-1981

15.50 Swiadkowie o Praskiej
Wio$nie - dyskusja
okragtego stotu

moderator: Petru¥ka Sustrové
MIROSLAV KUSY
JAROSLAV SUK

LIBUSE SILHANOVA
AGNIESZKA HOLLAND

17.00 Zakonczenie konferencji



Panel I: Evropa
a PraZské jaro
vV roce 1968

JERZY EISLER, IPN
Polsko v roce 1968

Bfezen 1968 je jednim z nejzdsadnéj-
§ich historickych moment( v déjinéch
Polska po druhé svétové vélce. Toto
obdobi se stalo pro vétSinu mladych
prisludnikd polské inteligence klicovou
Zivotni zkuSenosti. Za uvedenou tra-
di¢ni charakteristikou se v3ak skryva
hned nékolik rozmanitych tvédri a podob.
V zévislosti na tom, jak ktery &lovék
a s jakym zémérem breznové uddlosti
posuzuje, Cerpd z nich prFedev§im takové
aspekty, jeZ se ve své dob& v nejvy$si
mire dotykaly prévé jeho.

Pro ty, ktefi v roce 1968 studova-
1i, je obyCejné nejzésadnéjsim aspektem
studentska strénka ,breznovych udalos-
ti“. Do paméti téchto 1idi se nejinten-
zivnéji vryla studentska shromdZzdéni,
stdvky a manifestace. Rada z jejich
GCastnikl vnimé& polsky BFezen jako
uddlost, jeZ ovlivnila jejich dalsi
Zivot. Pol18t{ studenti, kteri vystupo-
vali s hesly poZadujicimi svobodu, se
odvolavali na stejnad hesla a hodnoty
jako jejich CeSti a sloven3ti kolegové
b&hem PraZského jara. Za pomoci levicové
rétoriky usilovali v prvni Fadé o demo-
kratizaci a liberalizaci komunistického
systému, stejné jako o prdvo na Zivot
v pravdé. ,BFeznové uddlosti“ prispély
také k tomu, Ze se v Polsku utvorila
»generace roku ’*68“. Mnoho prisludnikul
této generace se v sedmdesdtych letech
aktivné GCastnilo protikomunistické-
ho opozi¢niho hnuti a po srpnu 1980 se
z nich stali aktivisté a poradci nezéd-
vislého odborového svazu Solidarita.

Lidé, ktefi po Breznu ode31i z Polska
do exilu, nejcasté&ji hovoli o oCernujf-
ci antisemitské kampani, jiZ se oficidl-
ni Cinitelé snaZzili nelsp&Sné maskovat
antisionistickymi prohlé&Senimi. Nikoli
nepatrnd ¢ast této exilové viny uvérila
bFeznové propagandé znevaZujici jejich
vliastni préavo na polskou prisludnost
a pozdéji tak o sobé radéji rika-
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1i ,jsem z Polska“ neZ ,jsem Polak<“.
Nékteri exulanti, kteFi pochdzeli z jiz
ddvno asimilovanych rodin, se prévé

v roce 1968 - pod vlivem antisemitské
kampané - zacali vracet ke svym Zidov-
skym koFen(m.

Lidem z kulturnich, védeckych a umé-
lTeckych kruh( se BFezen i z odstupu
mnoha let jevi predev§im jako pogrom
proti intelektudllm. Pravé tehdy se
totiZ v médiich s neobyCejnou inten-
zitou objevovaly Utoky proti spisova-
tellm a védcim. Spolecnym rysem téch-
to ¢1&4nkl byla skutecnost, Ze jejich
autori upirali podle vzoru stranickych
funkciondrl objektim svych Gtokl nejen
ideové a mravni hodnoty, ale jednodu$e
i profesni kvalifikaci. SouCasn& s tim na
povrch intelektudiniho Zivota vyplouva-
11 novi 1idé, kteFi velmi Casto vdé&cili
za sv0j rychly vzestup nikoli vlastnim
schopnostem, ale politické prizplsobi-
vosti. Odstrafiovani uzndvanych védeckych
osobnosti z vysokych $kol tak $1o ruku
vV ruce s proteZovdnim kariéristd pozba-
venych jakychkoli skrupulf.

MnoZstvi knih, jejichZ autory ofici-
&1ni mista prohldsila za nepohodIné,
bylo bez ohledu na jejich Groven staZeno
z ob&hu - byly pak budto skartovany,
pripadné byl nicen jiZ dokonCeny ndklad.
V trezoru se ocitly filmy, jeZ stétni
orgény prohldsily za ,protipolské“, mj.
snimek Jana Rybkowského , Rassenschan-
de - KdyZ byla ldska zloCinem*“, ktery
mél premiéru jen o nékolik tydnt drive
a jenZ vznikl v koprodukci se zdpa-
doberlinskym producentem. Film 11¢i1
situaci spojenou se zékazem erotickych
stykd mezi Némci a 1idmi jinych nérod-
nosti a ras, jenZ byl dilem nacistické
Tegislativy.

I pres mnohalety odstup zUstdavé
dodnes nejméné zndmou tvari ,breznovych
udélosti“ spletitd politické tahanice ve
vedeni Polské sjednocené délnické stra-
ny. V Sedesatych letech vznikla nefor-
mdini skupina stranickych a stétnich
predstaviteld sdruZenych kolem minis-
tra vnitra gen. Mieczystawa Moczara.
Jeji Clenové jsou zndmi pod oznacenim
Lpartyzani“, a to vzhledem ke skutec-
nosti, Ze jak sdm Moczar, tak i okruh
1idi kolem této skupiny se b&hem druhé
svétové valky zucastnil boju v Fadéch



komunistického partyzanského hnutf.

S postupujici dobou pozice a vliv této
skupiny silily spolecné s tim, jak jeji
¢lenové prostfednictvim populistickych,
antiintelektuadlskych, antisemitskych

a nacionalistickych prohl&Seni pro-
sazovali nutnost utvoreni silné vléady

s autoritédfskymi rysy. Dodnes pritom ne-
jsou zcela znémy skutecné cile ,party-
z&n0*“ a jejich spojencd z roku 1968: je
nejasné, zda chtél tehdy Moczar sesadit
Wradystawa Gomutku a obsadit jeho misto,
nebo jestli prosté touzil po tom, byt
»prvnim po prvnim tajemnikovi® a stét se
,Sedou eminenci“ systému.

CSABA BEKES, 1956 Institute
Madarsko a PraZské jaro

Tato prdce je zamérena na zvlast-
ni roli, kterou hrdly vedouci postavy
Madarska, obzvl1&$té Jénos Ké&dar, béhem
Ceskoslovenské krize roku 1968. Za pod-
pory mnoha archivnich materi&ld obhajuji
nédzor, Ze Kadér délal zprostredkovatele
mezi Moskvou a Prahou, a to po celou
dobu, dokonce i po invazi v srpnu 1968.
Na druhou stranu od zacdtku nepochybo-
val, Ze komunisticky reZim v Ceskoslo-
vensku nemliZe polevit, a dokonce povaZo-
val vojensky zdsah za GUCelem zachranit
Ceskoslovensko pro sovétsky blok za
ospravedinitelny.

TudiZ to nebyla oddanost komunistlm,
ale jeho odhad situace, kterym se znac-
né odliSoval od nézoru zbytku “pétky”,
jelikoZ pevné véril, Ze invaze v srpnu
byla predCasna, protoZe povaha Ceskoslo-
venské krize byla podobnd mirové reSené
polské krizi z roku 1956, a nikoliv
madarské “kontrarevoluci”, kterd ve
stejné dobé& musela byt rozdrcena sovét-
skym vojenskym vpadem.

Kddérav odhad byl ovsem mylny, jeli-
ko? proces demokratizace v Ceskosloven-
sku by byl zajisté vedl k mirové preméné
komunistického systému na parlamentni
demokracii, a to bez ciziho zésahu,

v relativné krétkém Casovém lseku, jak
k tomu do3lo v roce 1990.

TOMAS VILIMEK, USTR
PraZské jaro a jeho vnimani
v NDR-SED, spoleénost a opozice
Ve svém prispévku bych se rdd vénoval
problematice recepce PraZského jara ve
vychodnim Némecku. V referdtu bych se
zaméFil jak na reakci vychodonémeckého
rezimu, tedy SED, pro kterou predstavo-
val pokus o uskutecnéni celospolelen-
skych reforem v Ceskoslovensku doslova
existenéni problém, tak na reakci ze
strany vychodonémecké spolecnosti. Pro
Fadu vychodnich Némcl pFedstavovalo
totiZ Ceskoslovensko nejen oblibenou
turistickou destinaci, nybrZz i jedno
z mdla mist, kde se bylo moZné setkat
se svymi z&padonémeckymi pribuznymi
a zndmymi. Masivni kampan proti vizim
Prazského jara, se kterou prislo vycho-
donémecké vedeni na jare 1968, vedla
k ndrtstu sympatii s reformnimi snaha-
mi v sousednim Ceskoslovensku. Srpnové
intervence tak vyvolala sponténni vinu
solidarity a vychodonémecké bezpecnostni
orgéany zaznamenaly do zari 1968 vice jak
3000 rozlicnych projevli kritiky zésa-
hu, majicich nejcastéji formu letdkl,
ndpisd na zdech, ale také Fady men$ich
demonstraci. S prihlédnutim k ¢lenské
zédkladné vychodonémeckého disentu 70.
a 80. let se souCasné ukazuje, Ze Fada
disidentl prodélala svdj prvni stret
s mocenskym establishmentem prdvé v sou-
vislosti s GC€asti na protestech proti
intervenci do Ceskoslovenska. Z tohoto
dlivodu bude v referdtu zminén i vyznam
PraZzského jara pro vyvoj vychodonémecké
opozice.

MILAN SOVILJ, Institut za
noviju istoriju Srbije
Ohlasy sovétské okupace
Ceskoslovenska v jugoslavském
tisku

Ve spoluprdci s ostatnimi zemémi
jihovychodni a vychodni Evropy Cesko-
slovensko nalezlo své vlastni misto ve
sloZité politické situaci po druhé své-
tové valce. V1iv Sov&tského svazu v Ces-
kosTovensku byl zna&ny, ale PraZské jaro
podalo novy obraz socialismu. Ve vztahu
k jinym podobnym zemim do3$To v dUsledku
téchto procest ke zmé&nam. B&hem prvnich
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mésict roku 1968 ani spojeni mezi Cesko-
sTovenskem a Jugoslavii nebylo tak vyda-
Fené jako v minulosti. ACkoliv jugoslav-
sky prezident Josip Broz Tito navs§tivil
v srpnu 1968 Prahu, k Z&dné vyznamné
spolupraci mezi Ceskoslovenskem a Jugo-
s1édvii nedo$lo. Po sovétské okupaci
Ceskoslovenska byli jugosl&viti politici
opatrni, protoZe méli strach z reakce
Moskvy, coZ dokazuje i tehdejs$i tisk

PIERRE KENDE, 1956 Institute
PraZské jaro z pariZské
perspektivy

Tato préce se zaobird tremi aspekty

roku 1968 na Zapadé:

1. faled3nym vykladem PraZského jara
jakoZto nasledku nebo roz3irent
francouzské, némecké (atd.) stu-
dentské vzpoury

2. vynorenim nadéje pochézejici zleva
(ale nejen odtamtud) v uskutec-
nitelnost socialismu s Tidskou
tvdri po Ceském zplUsobu a v brzké
usmireni Vychodu se Zadpadem

3. ohromenim, zapFicinénym sovétskym
vojenskym vpadem, a rozladénim
francouzské a zdpadonémecké diplo-
macie kvGli novému a necekanému
napéti mezi Vychodem a Zé&padem
(trfebaZe povaZovanému za zcela
docasné)

Préce ukédZe, pro¢ se vSechny tyto

vyklady, nadéje a oCekadvani ukazaly
myTnymi.

Panel II:
Bezpeénostni

aparat v sovétskych
satelitech a Prazské
jaro

MAGDOLNA BARATH, Historical
Archive of State Security
Apparatuses

Recepce PraZského jara
madarskym bezpecnostnim

aparatem

Hlavnimi zdroji mého prFispé&vku o vli-
vu PraZského jara na madarskou spolec-
nost jsou zprdvy tajnych agentl madar-
skych stétnich bezpecnostnich orgdnt.
Prvni zpravy, datované ihned po vojenské
invazi, ukazuji Sok v urcéitych intelek-
tudlnich kruzich. Politické vedeni bylo
kritizovédno kvili nedostatklm sprdvnych
informaci. Né&ktefi spisovatelé a noviné-
Fi pripustili nezbytnost jistych opat-
Feni, avSak madarskd Gcast na vojenské
invazi byla zmifiovdna jako obrovské
politickd chyba.

Politické uddlosti v Ceskosloven-
sku zlstaly hlavnim tématem konverzace
mezi intelektudly rovnéZ v zari a rij-
nu. Ve zprdvdch madarskych bezpecnost-
nich apardtt vydanych v té dobé figuruje
pfedev§im rozbor postoje Jénose Kédara
k CeskosTovenskym uddlostem. Vétsi-
na zprav hodnotila madarskou G¢ast na
invazi jako nasledek sovétského tlaku.
Nékteré studie informuji o znacném rlstu
odporu vic¢i rumunskému politickému vede-
ni, obzvl1a3té pak v oblastech blizkych
rumunské hranici.

LADISLAU ANTONIU CSENDES,
National Council for the Study
of the Securitate Archives:
PraZské jaro z perspektivy
rumunskych bezpeénostnich

archivi

KdyZ se schylovalo k invazi vojsk
Var3avské smlouvy do Ceskoslovenska,
Ceausescu posiloval vazby své zemé na



reformistickou praZzskou vlédu. Navst{-
vil Prahu (po Titovi) a obnovil dvou-
strannou ,prdtelskou” dohodu - jeho
jediné obnoveni dvoustranné dohody se
zemi VarSavské smlouvy. Timto plsobivym
po¢inem rumunsky diktédtor ve skutecnos-
ti pFipravil obrovsky podvod nejen svym
krajantm, ale také Zépadu, coZ mu vynes-
To politické a ekonomické uznéni. Tento
podvod je zcela zrejmy v kdysi vrcholné
utajenych sloZzkdch, do kterych nahlédli
vyzkumnici Ndrodni rady pro studium bez-
pecnostnich archiva.

Celd ,prazskd epizoda“ Ceausesco-
va rezimu, jak prokézal nésledny vyvoj
i dokumenty, byla pouhym intermezzem na
cesté k rumunskému zlatému véku, jak
bylo budouci selhéni prezdivéno komunis-
ty a v uvozovkéch témi, ktefi ho zazili
- a prezili.

GRZEGORZ MAJCHRZAK, IPN
Polskd tajnéd sluZba a PraZské

Jjaro

Ve svém prispévku se hodlam vénovat
¢innosti polského ministerstva vnit-
ra a UtvarQ, jeZ mu podléhaly (napF.
ObCanska milice) v souvislosti se
zm&nami probfhajicimi v Ceskosloven-
sku. V prispévku se nachdzeji informace
jak o ¢innosti operacnich dtvarh (mj.
rozvédky a kontrarozvédky), tak o akti-
vitdch pomocnych bunék (nap¥. Spole-
¢ensko-administrativniho odboru MV).
Kromé& Gdajl pochédzejicich z centrdini
Grovné se v prispévku prirozené obje-
vi i informace z terénu, predev§im pak
z jednotlivych (zejména pohranicnich)
vojvodstvi, ale také z okresa.

V nejvét3i mife se referdt zabyva
obdobim ndsledujicim po 21. srpnu 1968,
tedy po invazi armadd Var3avské smlou-
vy do CSSR. PFesto jsou zde obsaZeny
i informace o ¢innosti polské Stétni
bezpecnosti (SB, Stuzba Bezpieczerfstwa)
v predchézejicim obdobi na jedné stra-
né, a v pocdtecnim obdobi ,normaliza-
ce“ v Ceskoslovensku na strané druhé.

V prispévku se nachdzeji Udaje nejen

o Cinnosti SB na Gzemi Polské 1idové
republiky, ale rovn&? v Ceskoslovensku
(vEetné popisu aktivit zvliaStni operaéni
skupiny s krycim ndzvem ,Géral®).

Kromé& obecné&jsich strdnek &innos-

ti Stétni bezpeCnosti jsou zde rovnéz
prezentovdny Udaje o aktivitéch agenti
SB a o uUkolech, jeZ jim byly svérovéa-
ny. Zajimavym doplrikem se jisté stanou

- bohuZel jen GtrZzkovité - informace

o finan¢nich ndkladech Stétni bezpeclnosti
na tyto aktivity.

Na okraj prezentace aktivit SB budou
rovnéz (pochopitelné strucnou formou)
prezentovdny spoleCenské reakce v Pol-
sku na situaci v Ceskoslovensku, a to od
akceptace postupu socialistickych zemf
aZ po protesty, jeZ nabyvaly nejriznéj-
§ich podob.

Panel III:
BezpeCnostni aparat
v Ceskoslovensku

a PraZské jaro

TOMAS BURSIK, USTR

Bezpelnostni aparat a sledovani
aktivit K 231, KANu ad.

v pribéhu roku 1968

Vystoupeni bude mapovat predeviim
reakci bezpecnostniho apardtu na zrod
a dalsi vyvoj nekomunistickych aktivit,
predev§im SdruZeni byvalych politic-
kych vézna K 231 a Klubu angaZovanych
nestranikd KANu v roce 1968. Pres nadech
svobody PraZského jara ¢ast aparatu
ministerstva vnitra a jeho spolupra-
covnikld i naddle velmi ddsledné sbf-
rala informace o projevech a ¢innos-
tech sdruZeni, kterd se vyslovovala ve
prospéch dal$iho roz$ifovdni demokra-
tickych zdsad a svobod a omezovdni moci
Komunistické strany Ceskoslovenska. Tyto
informace poté slouZily jako podklad pro
materialy OV KSC, &s. vlady aj., nebo
jich bylo vyuZito v kampanich proti vyS3e
jmenovanym organizacim.
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MICHAL GREGOR, Ustav pamati
naroda
Udalosti roku 1968 z pohledu

StB na Slovensku

PFispévek se zaméfuje na udélosti
roku 1968, které zaznamenala slovenské
Stétni bezpecnost. Dotykd se politickych
udélosti pred intervenci vojsk VarSavské
smlouvy i po ni, a reakci obyvatel na
situaci na Slovensku. Také se dotkne-
me protestnich akci, ndlad a projevl
obyvatel. V kontextu téchto udalosti
vzpomeneme rovnéZ nékteré pripady obé&tf
intervence, které byly usmrceny ¢&i zra-
nény vojsky VarSavské smlouvy.

JAN KALOUS, Academia Rerum
Civilium - Vysokd Skola
politickych a spoleCenskych
véd, Kolin

DARIUSZ DABROWSKI, Instytut
Pamieci Narodowej, Opole
Jiéinské udalosti roku 1968
na zdkladé Ceskych a polskych
dokumenti

Prispévek se tykd nejzdvaznéjsi-
ho incidentu s primou GCasti polské
armédy na Gzemi Ceskoslovenska, ktery
se odehrdl v Ji¢iné v zari roku 1968.
V disTedku Gtoku polského vojédka zahy-
nuli dva ¢eSti obcCané. Tento pFipad
prekonal Uzkou regiondini droven. O tra-
gické udalosti byli informovédni tehdejsi
nejvy3si stédtni a stranicti predstavi-
telé. VySetrovani jicinskych udalosti
probihalo také v Polsku.

V prispévku ukdZeme detailni pohled
na uddlosti a GCinky tohoto prFipadu na
zakladé Ceskych a polskych dokumenti
a pramen(.

PAVEL ZACEK, USTR
Cinnost dstfedniho orgénu
Ceskoslovenské politické
policie ve dnech od 20. do 26.
srpna 1968

Centréla Stdtni bezpecnosti v objek-
tu Sadovéd v Praze 6 se v odpolednich
hodindch 20. srpna 1968 stala Ustrednim
mistem organizujicim puc ve prospéch
okupaénich vojsk. Situaci pucistd vyraz-
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né ovlivnil fakt, Ze zde kromé vedeni
Hlavni sprdvy Stdtni bezpeCnosti a II.
sprévy (sprdava kontrarozvédky) také
s1d1i1 ndméstek ministra vnitra pro StB
plk. Viliam Salgovig.

P1k. Salgovié& se se zastupcem nécel-
nika II. sprdvy HS-StB pplk. Josefem
Riplem pripravili skupiny pFisludnikd,
které mély zajistit hladké pristént
sovétskych letadel na letisti v Ruzyni,
paralyzaci Gstredni budovy ministerstva
vnitra v Praze na Letné, rozhlasové-
ho i televizniho vysiléni apod. Pred
pllnoci navic vyhldsili stoprocentni
dosaZitelnost a prostrfednictvim jed-
notlivych néd€elnikld se snazili ovlivnit
¢innost jednotlivych bezpecnostnich
sloZek ve prospéch okupacnich vojsk.

Vzhledem k prohlaseni predsednictva
Gstredniho vyboru Komunistické strany
Ceskoslovenska, které bylo vysiléno roz-
hlasem po drdté& dvé hodiny po pllnoci,
nastal v apardtu Statni bezpecnosti
rozkol, ktery vyrazné ovlivnil i postoje
nékterych nédcelnikl. Situaci navic pred
svou internaci v neprospéch proso-
vétskych puCistl ovlivnil I. néaméstek
ministra vnitra plk. Stanislav Padrl-
nék, stejné jako ministr vnitra Josef
Pavel, ktery ovliviioval chod resortu
z ,ilegality“.

Dopoledne 22. srpna 1968 situace gra-
dovala natolik, Ze plk. Salgovié opustil
svlj post a utekl na sovétskou ambasédu.
Jednotlivi funkcionadri Stédtni bezpec-
nosti se v obkliceném objektu Sadova
zaCali na stranickych aktivech obvifo-
vat z kolaborace. Poprvé byli komunisté
z tajné policie postaveni pred volbu
slouZit vlastnimu 1idu, anebo bez ohledu
na dusledky sovétskym okupantim.

Rozkol v srpnovych dnech mél daleko-
sah1é disledky, které se novému komu-
nistickému vedeni podaFilo prekonat aZ
rozséhlymi persondInimi zménami mezi
pFislusSniky Stédtni bezpecnosti.



Bane1 IV: Okupace
Ceskoslovenska

WEADYStAW BUtHAK, IPN
Oblasti vyzkumu zapojeni polské

armady do akce ,,Dunaj“

Do archivu Ustavu narodni paméti
(IPN) se spolec¢né s rozsdhlej§i sbirkou
spist VarSavské smlouvy dostal i uceleny
dokumentacéni soubor tykajici se vojenské
intervence v Ceskoslovensku v roce 1968.
Tyto dokumenty jiZ drfive vyuzil Leszek
Pajérek a po ném i Pawet Piotrowski ve
svych pojedndnich o vojenskych aspek-
tech GCasti Polské armddy (WP) v ope-
raci namirené proti PraZskému jaru.
AutoFi pritom zamérili svou pozornost
na materidly zabyvajici se operativ-
nim plénovdnim Generdalniho $tabu WP, na
h1dSeni $tébt 2. armddy WP a rovnéZ na
operativné-taktické dokumenty jednotli-
vych Gtvard.

Ve svém pFisp&vku bych réd pouka-
zal na fragmenty téhoZ souboru, jeZ se
vztahuji k rlznym aspektlm pribé&hu ope-
race ,Dunaj“, které byly dosud vyuZity
jen v okrajové mife. Jsou to predeviim:

- materidly Hlavni politické sprévy
(Gtéwny Zarzad Polityczny) WP,

- materidly II. sprdvy Generdlniho
Stabu (rozvédky),

- materialy Stabu obranného plédnovani
stdtu (Sztabu Planowania Rozwoju Obron-
nego Kraju).

Materialy Hlavni politické spravy WP
se tykaji mj. propagandistické ¢innos-
ti sméFované jak k vojakdm Gcastnicim
se intervence, tak k obyvatelum Cesko-
slovenska. V materidlech jsou soucasné
obsaZeny i informace o rdznych forméch
odporu ze strany obcCand a stédtnich orgd-
nG (&innost ,ilegédiniho“ rozhlasového
vysiléni, Tetdky, plakdty, aktivity typu
,non-violence*“) a informace o kolabora-
ci C&sti predstaviteld Ceskoslovenskych
orgénd s polskymi ,okupanty*“.

V materidlech II. sprdvy WP (neboli
armddni rozvédky) nalezneme mj. hlésent
vojenského atasé v Praze plk. Tadeu-
sze Wotoszczuka a dustojnikd rozvédky
vyslanych do CSSR v predveéer invaze.
Tyto materidly poukazuji na problémy
s prechodem na ¢innosti namiFené proti

doCasnému spojenci. Zajimavé jsou rovnéz
ldaje zabyvajici se vojenskou reakci
Z&padu (a neutrdiniho Rakouska) na akci
potlaceni PraZského jara a rovnéZ hodno-
ceni stavu CSLA jako soulasti Var$avské
smlouvy po uddlostech v srpnu 1968.

V materiélech Stébu obranného pla-
novani stdtu se objevuji obzvl1dsté
zajimavé informace spojené s vlivem
polské (Easti na invazi do Ceskosloven-
ska vzhledem k hospodédrské situaci PLR,
jeZ je nahliZena z perspektivy rlznych
hospodarskych rezortl a Ndrodni banky
Polska.

MILAN BARTA, USTR
Obéti vojsk Var3avské smlouvy

v roce 1968

Obsazeni Ceskoslovenska vojsky pé&ti
stdtl Var3avské smlouvy v r. 1968 je
stdle v centru pozornosti historické-
ho bddani. Doposud pritom nikdo pres-
né nespocital, kolik Eeskoslovenskych
obCanll bylo b&hem okupace a nésled-
ného pobytu sovétskych vojsk zranéno
a usmrceno. Tento prispévek se snazi
postihnout obé&ti na Zivotech Ceskoslo-
venskych obCanl od 21. srpna do konce
roku 1968. Jednd se pritom zhruba o 120
osob, které v téchto dnech prinesly obét
nejvy3si. Zv1asté 21. srpen a dny tésné
ndsledujici prinesly na§im obCantm tézké
ztrdty. Nejvice mrtvych zaznamenala Pra-
ha, mnoho ob&tf hlésila i dal3i mésta,
napf. Liberec, Bratislava ¢i KoSice.
ZpoCatku se jednalo predevsim o ztraty
zplsobené strelbou vojékd proti Tlidem,
objektlm nebo i jen tak do vzduchu,
kdyZ byly zasaZeni 1idé na balkonech, za
okny apod. Pozdéji byly nejvét3i ztréty
¢s. ob¢anl zaznamenany pFi dopravnich
nehoddch, které zavinili vojdci invaz-
nich armdd. PFi¢inou nehod v mnoha
pripadech bylo hrubé porudovéni pravidel
silniéniho provozu a bezohlednd manipu-
lace s vozidly. Sovétské& strana také od
poc¢dtku odmitala spolupracovat na vySet-
Fovéani té&chto tragédii. Cs. viada chtéla
zpoCatku o odSkodn&ni ob&ti jednat, po
ndstupu normalizace a vedeni 1ojdlniho
Moskvé vSak rychle obrédtila a toto téma
bylo az do r. 1989 tabu.



LUKAS CVRCEK, USTR
Trestnd éinnost prFislusniki
okupaénich sil v roce 1968

Prispévek se bude zabyvat protiza-
konnou Cinnosti prislusnikd okupacnich
armdd v obdobi od 21. srpna do kon-
ce roku 1968. Bude obsahovat prehled,
kvantifikaci a typické ukdzky jednotli-
vych druhd trestné Cinnosti a vyCisleni
Skod se zv1&Stnim dlrazem na obé&ti na
Zivotech. Jeho souCésti bude také pro-
blematika vySetfovédni trestné Cinnosti
okupantl a Ulohy Ceskoslovenskych bez-

pe¢nostnich a justiénich orgdnl pFfi ném.

PETR BLAZEK, USTR

Propaganda okupaénich vojsk

V prispévku bude pozornost vénovdna
dezinformacim a propagandé okupaénich
vojsk péti stdtl VarSavské smlouvy.
Hlavnim tématem budou tiskoviny, které
okupanti rozSirfovali po 21. srpnu 1968
na Ceskoslovenském Gzemi.

Na zékladé rozséhlé sbirky tisko-
vin tohoto typu, které jsou uloZené
v knihovné& samizdatové a exilové lite-
ratury Libri prohibiti, bude inter-
pretovén jejich obsah i frazeologie.
Najdeme mezi nimi klasické letaky, pokus
o vydédvani dezinformaéni verze zavede-
nych tiskovin (nejznéméj3i je vydani
Rudého prédva z 26. srpna 1968, které
bylo roz3$irovéno predev3im v Praze pomo-
ci vrtulnikd) i vydavani periodickych
tiskovin (nejznéméj3i jsou Zprévy, které
vychédzely jeSté v roce 1969). V prFispév-
ku se autor také zamé&ri na tzv. Bilou
knihu, kterd obsahovala Gdajné dokla-
dy o ,kontrarevoluci“ v Ceskoslovensku
a byla publikovdna v Fadé jazykovych
mutaci. Druhym tématickym okruhem bude
¢innost rozhlasové stanice Vlitava, kteréd
po 21. srpnu 1968 vysilala z vychodoné-
meckého UGzemf.

Predstavena bude rovnéZ reakce ces-
koslovenského obyvatelstva na dezinfor-
macni a propagandistické akce okupanti
a Zivotni osudy nékolika Ceskosloven-
skych obCanl, ktefi se na nich aktivné
podileli.

ANDREA KOZARY, University of
National Defense, Budapest
Okupace Ceskoslovenska
-madarska vojenska acast

v reflexi statni bezpeénosti,
na zakladé nové objevenych

dokumenti

Nejvétsi c¢ast archivnich zdrojl
tykajicich se Ceskoslovenskych uddlost{
roku 1968, kterd byla po mnoho let po
roce 1989 pro historiky skryta. Postupné
se pro badatele zpFistupiiuje. Stastnou
ndhodou vét3$ina zdpadnich zdroju vzta-
hujicich se k revoluci byla bé&hem druhé
poloviny osmdesdtych let odtajnéna,
coZ umoZnilo studovat reakce zdpadnich
mocnosti na udalosti v Ceskoslovensku
stejné jako vztahy mezi socialistickymi
zemémi. A tak vyzkum, nyni zaloZeny na
archivnich zdrojich o okupaci Ceskoslo-
venska a provadény v poslednich 8 aZz 10
letech védci v Madarsku i v zahranici,
pfinesl mnohé vysledky: do dne$ni doby
byly publikovény Cetné doposud neznamé
Gdaje, dUleZité podklady a nové inter-
pretace. Ve své prezentaci se snazim
zamérit na nejdilezitéjsi vysledky
tohoto vyzkumu a obracim pozornost na
nové zavéry znacné zajimavych dokumen-
tl Ministerstva vnitra a Politické rady
Madarské socialisticko-d&lnické strany
z Cervence a zaCatku srpna 1968.

AZ do poloviny Cervence 1968 nebyl
Janos Kadar ani v nejmen$im presvédcen,
Ze by se krize dala re$it politickymi
prostredky. Je pozoruhodné, Ze Ké&dar,
ktery naprosto podporoval vojensky
zésah, trval dokonce i po spolecné
vojenské intervenci z 21. srpna 1968
na tom, Ze Ceskoslovenské udadlosti
byly obdobou polské krize z roku 1956,
a nikoliv madarské, jak se domnivali
Sovéti.

Ministr vnitra Andrés Benkei zis-
kal Gplné informace o vojenském zésa-
hu z UGstredi madarské armddy dne 27.
Cervence. Poté, 1. srpna (tFi tydny pred
okupaci), dal ministr vnitra rozkaz
¢. 0020 a ¢. 011 statni, pohraniéni
a tajné policii uzavFit hranice Madar-
ska, zajistit Dunaj pred prekroCenim
madarskou armaddou a kontrolovat v3ech-
ny a vSechno, co se zda byt spojené



s nepritelem, a postavit tdbory pro
turisty z NDR a Ceskoslovenska.

Po invazi 26. srpna vojensky dozor
ministerstva vnitra vydal zajimavé
prohladseni o ,neprédtelské propagandé
na Gzemi Ceskoslovenska“ a v dubnu 1969
shrnul své zazitky béhem téchto udalos-
ti.

Panel V: Druhy Zivot
PraZského jara

KRISTINA BURINSKAITE, Genocide
and resistance research centre
of Lithuania

Nové podoby antisovétskych
tendenci v Litvé a aktivity KGB

proti PraZskému jaru

PraZzské jaro a vojensky zasah Sovét-
ského svazu byly jedny z nejzéavaZnéjsich
politickych krizi v SSSR a socialistic-
kych zemich a ovlivnily jejich vzédjemné
vztahy. Zaroven mély dopad na ¢innost
KGB. KdyZ se v roce 1967 stal hlavou KGB
J. Andropov, politickd kontrola a dohled
komunistické strany nad KGB posilily.
ZaloZeni padtého komisaridtu KGB za Uuce-
lTem boje proti ideodiverzi se projevilo
na zesileni boje s hnutim mirového odpo-
ru. Tyto tendence politiky Gtisku byly
je§td vice patrné po udalostech v Ces-
koslovensku v roce 1968. Zmény v Moskvé
ovlivnily Cinnost KGB také v Litvé.

V sedmdesétych letech si KGB muse-
Ta poradit s novymi tendencemi Tlitev-
ského protisovétského hnuti. ZlepSila
se totiZ jeho organizace, objevily se
nové formy mirového odporu jako stav-
ky, underground, nezdkonny tisk, dopisy
vliaddm SSSR, dal$im zemim a organi-
zacim. Tim Litevci apelovali na nézor
vefejnosti v zadpadnich demokratickych
spole¢nostech. V kultufe a politickém
Zivoté se silnéji projevily nédrodnost-
ni prvky. Sovéti k tomu pristupovali
jako k antisovétské Cinnosti. Zesileny
protisovétsky odpor Litevcl zaktivoval
politickou ¢innost Titevskych emigrantd.
Zmény v jejich &innosti ovlivnily postup
KGB vuci emigrantskych organizacim jako

Santara-Sviesa, VLIK a dal$fm. Tako-
vé tendence primély KGB zménit jejich
metody a prostredky boje proti disiden-
tlm. Sovétskd tajnd policie pFesunula
svij boj s protisovétskymi silami do
médii. KGB obracela stéle vétsi pozor-
nost na ,aktivni opatreni“ jako pro-
paganda, poSkozeni povésti a dezinfor-
mace. Tyto prostredky pouzivali proti
nejaktivnéjsim disidentdm a bojovnikim
za lidskd prava, jako byli V. Petkus,
B. Gajauskas, kn&Zi S. TamkevicCius, A.
Svarinskas a dal$i. Usili o ziskanfi
vefejnosti na svou stranu se stalo pro
KGB novou vyzvou.

JAROSLAV CORANIC, Univerzita
Presov
Obnoveni Feckokatolické cirkve

v Ceskoslovensku v r. 1968

Prispévek pojednédva o uddlostech roku
1968, které mély vliv na opétovné povo-
leni Feckokatolické cirkve v CR. Tato
cirkev byla bezprecendentnim stdtnim
aktem roku 1950 postavena mimo zdakon
a vladdnouci moc ji ,pretransformovala“
do cirkve pravoslavné. KaZdy, kdo tento
krok stétnich orgédnt odmital prijmout,
byl uvéznén, vystéhovén nebo perzekvo-
vén. Tento stav trval aZ do roku 1968,
kdy diky PraZskému jaru nastalo urcité
uvolnéni i v této oblasti cirkevni poli-
tiky. Zacali se aktivizovat Feckokato-
1i¢t{ duchovni, Feholnici, ale i Tlaicti
vérici, ktefi neustdlym tlakem na statnf
orgdny dosdh1i opé&tovného povoleni &in-
nosti Feckokatolické cirkve v Ceskoslo-
vensku. Tento pFiznivy vyvoj se zastavil
po vojenské okupaci CSSR vojsky Var3av-
ské smlouvy. Reckokatolické cirkev byla
sice oficid1né povolend, ale neustédle
zde dochdzelo ke konfrontaci se stétnimi
orgdny, nebyl ji vrdcen majetek, nemohlo
dojit k vysvéceni sidelniho biskupa,
svou ¢innost nemohla obnovit bohoslovec-
k& fakulta a semindf apod.

Rok 1968 se stal pro reckokatolic-
kou cirkev vyznamnym meznikem, jehoZ
definitivni vysledek se projevil aZ po
roce 1989.



JANOS RAINER, 1956 Institute
»Kor€ulska deklarace“ k 21.
srpnu 1968 a jeji prijeti
madarskym stranickym

a bezpe€nostnim aparatem

21. srpna 1968 byl ve mésté Korcula
(Jugoslévie) dramaticky preru$en mezina-
rodni filozoficky kongres. Dorazily zprévy
o vojenské invazi sovétskych a spojenec-
kych jednotek do Ceskoslovenska. Gajo
Petrovic, Lucien Goldman a dal$i promi-
nentni osobnosti Nové Tevice sestavili
protestni prohladSeni. Ze vSech GCastnikl
vychodni Evropy ho podepsalo pét madar-
skych predstavitelu: Agnes Hellerova,
Gyorgy Markus, Maria Mérkusovd, Vilmos
S6s a Zador Tordai. Zaroven sepsali
zv143tni madarsky protest proti Gcasti
Madarské 1idové armédy na invazi.

Hellerova, manZelé Mérkusovi i ostat-
ni byli predstaviteli madarské reformy
z roku 1968. Jejich koncept byl zvli&stni
smési reformniho komunismu a radikalis-
mu Nové levice s jistou oddanosti vici
madarskému vedeni a Janosovi Kadarovi
samotnému. Rok 1968 byl rozhodujicim
okamZikem. Tato prédce se zaméruje na
néj.

PordaZka madarské revoluce zaséhlo
politické my$leni. AZ do poloviny Sede-
sdtych let, kdy Kadarova elita zacala
zvazovat opatrné reformy, pro néj nevy-
byl prostor. Tehdej$i oficidIni projevy
tykajici se reformy poskytly Sanci pro
vyjadreni uréitych alternativ. Nenf
nadhodou, Ze se novd kapitola v dé&jinédch
madarského nesouhlasu s politickou situ-
aci zaCala psat za GCasti nové genera-
ce reformdtord - po roce 1956 se totiZ
ostatni intelektudlni tradice staly
zdleZitosti policie. Madar3ti marxis-
té let Sedesdtych zah&jili své projevy
Jjinym tvrzenim. Vidéli poststalinsky
komunismus jako otevrfeny, dynamicky sys-
tém s perspektivou dalSiho rozvoje. Tato
novéd generace taktéZ oceriovala nékte-
ré zédstupce madarského vedeni, zéroven
si v3ak ponechala optimismus Gyoérgyho
Lukécse, nejvice svétové uzndvaného
predstavitele madarské marxistické mys$-
lenky. Ké&dar byl pragmatickym politikem,
ale instinktivné vytu$il zdjem nékte-
rych intelektudll o ideologické otézky
a povaZoval za nejlep3i nechat ho podpo-
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rovat Lukdscem a jeho Zaky.

V této préci zamy$1im rozebrat reak-
ci madarskych intelektudld do konce
PraZského jara. Rok 1968 byl klicCo-
vym momentem dé&jin madarského odporu.
Nejcennéjsim prvkem jeho dédictvi je
mor&1ni odpor. Zéroven rok 1968 zapocal
sérii pokusl o prehodnoceni a poupravent
celého konceptu marxisticko-leninského
socialismu, coZ se ovSem ukdzalo byt
otdzkou dlouhodobého vyvoje.

LUKASZ KAMINSKI, IPN:
ZkuSenost roku 1968 a polska
krize 1980-1981

Ceskoslovenska zkuSenost z roku
1968 se stala jednim z nejzédsadnéj-
§ich referencnich bodd v obdobi kri-
ze v PLR v letech 1980-1981. Pro Fadu
vidcd a aktivistd Solidarity znamenala
tato zkuSenost nutnost zreknout se Fady
postulatl (predeviim téch spojenych se
sférou moci a mezindrodniho postaveni
Polska) ve snaze vyhnout se prekroceni
oné neviditelné hranice, za niZ ¢ihala
hrozba vojenské intervence. Tento jev je
dnes znam pod oznacenim, s nimZ v roce
1985 prisla Jadwiga Staniszkis - ,sebe-
omezujici revoluce*.

Za pomoci analogie s PraZzskym jarem
1ze dokonce onu ,neprekroCitelnou hra-
nici“ vyty¢it. PFi analytickém pohledu
na poZadavky kladené vedoucim funkcio-
narum KSC muZeme prohlasit, Ze za jeji
1inii se nachdzela: existence spolecen-
skych organizaci nezdvislych na stra-
né, zruSeni cenzury a ztrdta ,vedouci
Glohy*“ strany. Jak je patrné, v PLR
do3lo v Tetech 1980-1981 k ,prekrocent
hranice“ pouze na prvnim z téchto
Gsekd. Dal3i dlleZitou sloZkou ,inter-
vencniho uvaZovédni“ se v pripadech obou
zemi staly stranické sjezdy. BreZnév se
nakonec rozhodl pro pouZiti ozbrojenych
sil predev8im s ohledem na skutecnost,
Ze nemohl Zadnym jinym zplsobem zabré-
nit kondni XIV. mimoFadného sjezdu KSC.
Také IX. mimorddny sjezd PSDS vzbuzoval
jisté obavy, které vSak byly rozptyleny
v jeho pribéhu.

Jak je tedy patrné, i z perspekti-
vy let 1980-1981 se dalo olekavat, Ze
Moskva s intervenci v Polsku nepocita.
Nedo31o k prekroleni ,neprekrocitel-



nych hranic“ a stranicky sjezd neskoncil
katastrofou (neboli vitézstvim reformé-
torl).

Presto vSak ucastnici udélostf,
stejné jako vét$ina soucasnych analyti-
kd (publicistl a historikd), ponechéa-

vd stranou svého zajmu druhou, mnohem
zédsadnéjsi zkuSenost plynouci z uddlost{
v roce 1968.

Touto zkuSenosti byl nelspéch poli-
tiky ozbrojené intervence. PFi popi-
su udélosti spojenych s invazi armdd
Var3avské smlouvy do Ceskoslovenska se
obvykle soustfedime na jediny aspekt
- na vojenskou UspéSnost. Zé&roven vsak
zapominame, Ze intervence mé&la byt jen
poCétecnim elementem slouZicim k reali-
zaci politického pladnu. Vojensky Uspéch
byl ov§em doprovézen naprostym politic-
kym fiaskem. Navzdory prijatym predpokla-
dim se neobjevily ,zdravé sily“, nepte-
vzaly moc, nevznikla nové vldda atd.

Za zminku stoji je3té jeden dUsledek
intervence - a to jeji odsouzeni nemalou
¢asti komunistickych stran na celém své-
té a zrod jevu zndmého jako eurokomunis-
mus. Moskva tak priSla o bezprostredni
kontrolu nad zna¢nou &&sti svétového
komunistického hnuti. Nasledkem toho
do§1o nutné k oslabeni ideologickych
ambici sovétského impéria, coZ rovnéz
nezlstalo bez vliivu na uddlosti v Polsku
v letech 1980-1981.

ZkuSenost roku 1968 musela sehrat
dileZitou Glohu i v tom, Ze Sovétsky
svaz jiZ na podzim 1980 schvalil strate-
gii ,neintervenovédni“ ve vztahu k uda-
Tostem v Polsku. Svou roli ve schvéle-
ni takovéto taktiky prirozené sehraly
i jiné faktory, predev§im pak disledky
vélky v Afghdnistanu, hospodédrskad krize
v SSSR, obava pred dal3imi sankcemi ze
strany Zapadu nebo realistické zhodnoce-
ni potencidinich politickych, hospoddr-
skych a vojenskych dlsledkl intervence
v Polsku.
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Panel I: Europe and
Prague Spring in
1968

JERZY EISLER,

Poland in 1968

The March of 1968 is one of the most
important events of Polish history
after the Second World War. It was one
of major experiences for a large part
of young Polish intellectuals. However,
this stipulated term covers several
different threads. Depending on who is
viewing the March and what his aim is,
they concentrate on those aspects which
had been concerning themselves the most.

For those who were studying in 1968
the most important is usually the stu-
dent stream of ,the March events®. Their
memory was imprinted with student stri-
kes, manifestations and mass meetings.
For many of them the March seems to be
the event which influenced all their
lives. Students in Poland, who were
coming out under the banners of liber-
ty, were appealing to similar banners
and values as their Czech and Slovakian
colleagues during Praha Spring. Appea-
ling to the leftist phraseology, they
were fighting for democratisation and
liberalization of the Communist system,
as well as for the right to Tive in the
truth. ,The March events® contributed
to creating in Poland ,the 68°‘ genera-
tion*. Many people of this generation
worked for the anti-Communist opposition
in the seventies, and after the August
of 1980 belonged to the activists and
advisers of Independent Self-Governing
Trade Union ,Solidarity“.

Those who emigrated from Poland after
the March usually speak of disgrace-
ful anti-Semite campaign, ineffectively
hidden by the officials under anti-Zio-
nism slogans. A large part of emi-grants
believed in the March propaganda which
denied their right for Polish nationa-
1ity, thus later they preferred to say,
»1‘m from Poland* instead of ,I‘m Poli-
sh“. Some of the emigrants, coming from
lTong assimilated families and facing
anti-Semite campaign in 1968 decided to

IPN

JAX - 30 _

come back to their Jewish roots.

For those who belonged to the world
of art, culture and science the March
is predominately a pogrom against
the intellectuals. It was then when
the press and other mass media were
attac-king scientists and writers with
the unusual bru-tality. The common point
of these publications was the fact that
together with the party activists they
refused to acknowledge not only moral
and ideological values of the attacked
but also their professional qualificati-
ons. At the same time new people emerged
in the cultural 1ife. They owed their
quick promotion not to their abiliti-
es, but to their political opportunism.
Scientists with recognized output were
expelled from universi-ties and repla-
ced with careerists of no scruples.

Numerous books whose authors were
decided to be not submissive were stop-
ped from being published, e.g. sent for
pulping. Films that had been found to
be ,anti-Polish® were put onto shelves,
among others the movie by Jan Rybkowski
~Rassenschade - kiedy mitosc byta
zbrodnig* (,Rassenschade - when Tove was
a crime”“) made with the West-Berlin co-
producer. The film was telling the story
about erotic rela-tionships of Germans
and people of other natio-nalities and
races, which was forbidden by Hitler
lTegislation.

The least known thread of the March
events is still the complicated poli-
tical contest among the leaders of the
Polish United Worker‘s Party (PZPR). In
the sixties an informal group of party
and state activists gathered around the
Minister of Interior gen. Mieczyslaw
Moczar There were called ,the parti-

sans“, as Moczar and some other people
belonging to the group were fighting in
the Communist underground army during
the Second World War. Gradually the
position and range of influences of this
group was growing, while the group,
using populist, anti-Semite, anti-
intellectual and nationalistic slogans,
preached the need to create strong
dictatorial au-thorities. The real aims
of ,the partisans® and their supporters
in 1968 are not exactly known, it is
still not sure whether Moczar wanted to



over—throw Wtradystaw Gomutka and replace
him, or he just wanted to be ,the first
one after the First Secretary® and beco-
me the power behind the throne of the
system.

CSABA BEKES 1956 Institute
Hungary and the Prague Spring

The paper focuses ont he special
role played by the Hungarian leadership
and especially Janos Kadér during the
Czechoslovak crisis of 1968. Using mul-
tiarchival material I argue that Kadéar
mediated between Moscow and Prague
all along, even after the invasion in
August, 1968. On the other hand it was
no question for him from the begin-
ning that the Communist regime could
not be given up in Czechoslovakia and
even military intervention was justified
for him to save Czechoslovakia for the
Soviet bloc.

Thus it was not his communist loyal-
ty, but his evaluation of the situation
that differed remarkably from the opinion
of the rest of the ,five”, as he firmly
believed that the invasion in August
was premature, since the nature of the
Czechoslovak crisis was similar to the
peacefully resolved Polish crisis in
1956 and not the Hungarian ,counterre-
volution” that had to be chrushed by
Soviet military intervention at the same
time.

Kédar’ assessment, however, was
wrong, since the democratization pro-
cess in Czechoslovakia would have surely
Ted to the peaceful transformation of
the communist system into parliamentary
democracy without foreign intervention
in a relatively short time as it actual-
ly happened in 1990.

TOMAS VILIMEK, USTR

Reception of the Prague

Spring in DDR-SED, society and
opposition

In my contribution, I would Tike
to address how the Prague Spring was
perceived in East Germany. My report
will focus on the reaction of the East
Germany regime, i.e. SED, which con-
sidered the Czechoslovak attempt to
implement nation-wide reforms as posing

an existential threat. Considerati-

on will also be given to the reaction
of the general public. To many East
Germans Czechoslovakia represented not
only a popular tourist destination but
also as one of the few places where
they might meet with their West German
relatives and friends. The East German
establishment launched a massive cam-
paign against the reforms of the Prague
Spring, in spring of 1968 which led, in
turn, to a spontaneous wave of solida-
rity among the general population. The
East German security agencies registered
over 3000 various acts of protest, most
in the form of Teaflets, signs on walls
as well as several minor demonstrations.
The following two decades saw the rise
of a dissident movement in East Germany.
Therefore my report will also address
the importance of the Prague Spring for
the development of East German opposi-
tion.

MILAN SOVILJ, Institut za
noviju istoriju Srbije

The Echoes of Soviet Occupation
of Czechoslovakia in Yugoslav

press

In cooperation with the other coun-
tries of South- East and East Europe,
Czechoslovakia found own place within
the complex political situation after
Second World War. The influence of the
Soviet Union in Czechoslovakia was big,
but the “Prague Spring” gave the new
express of socialism. In relationship
with other similar countries, there were
some changes. During the first mounts of
1968. connection between Czechoslova-
kia and Yugoslavia haven’t been so much
successful Tike in the past. Although,
Yugoslav president Josip Broz Tito
visited Prague in august 1968. there
were no important cooperation among
Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia. After
Soviet occupation of Czechoslovakia,
Yugoslav politicians were carefully,
because there was some fear of Moscow
reaction. The press showed that.



PIERRE KENDE, 1956 Institute
The Prague Spring from a Paris
Perspective

Three aspects of 1968 in the West

will be dealt with in this paper:

1. The false interpretation of the
Prague Spring as a consequence or
extension of the French- german
(etc.) student revolt.

2. The emergence on the left (but not
only there) of a hope in the fea-
sibility of socialism with human
face & la tchéque and in the soon
coming of a new East-West reconci-
Tiation.

3. The stupe faction caused by Soviet
military intervention and the ir-
ritation of French and West- Ger-
man diplomacy because of the new
and unexpected tensions between
East and West (considered however
as quite temporary).

The paper will show why all these
interpretations, hopes and expectations
proved mistaken

Panel II: Security
Apparatus 1in Soviet
satellites and
Prague Spring

MAGDOLNA BARATH, Historical
Archive of State Security
Apparatuses
Reception of the Prague Spring
in the Hungarian State Security
Apparatuses Panel

The main sources of the effect of Pra-
gue Spring within the Hungarian Society
are the reports of the secret agents
of the Hungarian State Security Organs.
The first reports dated right after the
military invasion show the elementary
shock of certain intellectual circles.
The political Teadership was criticized
because of the lack of proper infor-
mation. Some writers and journalists
admitted the necessity of certain mesa-
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ures, however Hungarian participation
in the military invasion was mentioned
as a great political mistake.

The political events in Czechoslova-
kia remained main topic of conversation
among intellectuals in September and
October as well. In the reports of the
Hungarian Security Apparatuses issued
at that time mainly figured analysis of
Janos Kadar’s attitude to the Czecho-
slovak events. The majority of reports
judged the Hungarian participation in
the invasion as the result of Soviet
pressure. Some reports inform about the
remarkable growth of aversion to the
Roumanian political leadership espe-
cially in the counties close to the
Roumanian border.

LADISLAU ANTONIU CSENDES,
National Council for the Study
of the Securitate Archives

The Prague Spring, seen through
Romania’s Securitate archives,

January ’*68 - December 1970
During the build-up to the Warsaw
Pact invasion of Czechoslovakia, Ceau-

sescu strenghtened his country’s ties
to the reformist Prague government. He
visited Prague (after Tito) and renewed
the bilateral “friendship” treaty - his
only renewal of a bilateral treaty with
a Warsaw Pact country. By behaving in
this spectacular way, the Romanian dic-
tator was, in fact, building a monumen-
tal deception, of his fellow countrymen
but also of the West - the latter
bringing him political and economic
rewards. The deception is quite obvious
in the once top secret files seen by the
researchers at the National Council for
the Study of the Securitate Archives.

The whole “Prague episode” of the
Ceausescu regime, as both the further
developments and the documents have pro-
ven, was but an intermezzo on the road
to Romania’s Golden Age, as the future
flasco was dubbed by the Communists and,
in inverted commas, by those who Tived
through it - and survived.



GRZEGORZ MAJCHRZAK, IPN

The Polish Security Service and
the Prague Spring — a Paper for
Session II

This paper will focus on the activi-
ty of the Polish Interior Ministry and
its subordinate services (for examp-
le the Citizens’ Militia) associated
with changes in Czechoslovakia. It will
feature information on the activity of
both operational units (including the
intelligence and counterintelligence)
and supporting units (e.g. the Social
and Administrative Department of the
Interior Ministry). Apart from central
lTevel data, the paper will also inclu-
de field data: especially from provinces
(mainly in the borderland) as well as
districts.

The paper will centre on the period
beginning on 21 August 1968, that is the
intervention of Warsaw Pact troops in
Czechoslovakia. Nevertheless, it will
also contain data about the activi-
ty of the Polish security services in
the preceding period as well as in the
initial period of “normalization” in
Czechoslovakia. The paper will include
information about the operations of the
security services on the territory of
both the People’s Republic of Poland and
Czechoslovakia (e.g. the activity of
the special operating group code-named
“Goéral”).

Apart from the main areas of activi-
ty of the secret services, data on the
operation of its agents network and its
tasks will be provided. Although frag-
mentary, information about the Security
Service costs of spying activities will
be an interesting addition.

The presentation of the Security Ser-
vice operations will also be accompa-
nied by brief reports on the reactions
of Polish society to the situation in
Czechoslovakia: from the acceptance of
the socialist states’ actions to various
forms of protest.

Panel III: Security
Apparatus in
Czechoslovakia and
Prague Spring

TOMAS BURSIK, USTR
Security Apparatus and
Observation of Activities

K 231, KAN in 1968

The talk will address mainly the
reaction of the security agencies to
the birth and further development of
non-communist activities, mainly the As-
sociation of Former Political Prisoners
K 231 and the Club of Committed Non-
Party Members (KAN) in 1968. In spite
of the touch of freedom of the Prague
Spring, a part of the machinery of the
Ministry of Interior and its collabo-
rators fervently continued to gather
information on activities of associati-
ons which advocated further democratic
principles, freedoms and Tlimitation
of power of the Czechoslovak Communist
Party. This information then served as
intelligence for UV KSC (Central Commit-
tee of the Czech Communist Party), the
government etc. in setting public policy
restricting freedoms of association and
publication.

MICHAL GREGOR, Ustav pamati
naroda
Events of 1968 1in perspective

Slovakian security service

The contribution focuses on the
events of the year of 1968 that were
recorded by Slovak security agencies
and it deals with political events both
before and after the intervention of the
Warsaw Pact army, focussing on the reac-
tion of Slovak citizens. We will also
touch upon the protests, manifestations
and state of mind of the citizens. We
will also remember some victims of the
intervention who were put to death or
injured by the Warsaw Pact army.



JAN KALOUS, Academia Rerum
Civilium - Vysokd Skola
politickych a spolecenskych véd
Kolin, DARIUSZ DABROWSKI,
Ph.D., Instytut Pamieci
Narodowej, Opole:

Events in Ji¢in 1968 on the
basis of Czech and Polish

documents

This contribution deals with the
most serious incident involving direct
participation of the Polish army in the
territory of Czechoslovakia, which took
place in Jic¢in in September of 1968. Two
Czech citizens died as a result of an
attack of a Polish soldier. This case
exceeded the regional boundaries. The
top government oficial and party members
were informed about the incident and
the investigation of the Ji¢in case was
carried out in Poland as well.

The detailed view on the events and
consequences of this case provided by
this contribution are to be based on
both Czech and Polish documents and
sources.

PAVEL ZACEK, USTR

Activity of the Central Organ
of Czechoslovak Political
Police between August 20-26,

1968

In the afternoon hours of the 20th
August of 1968 the headquarters of the
State Security Agency, located on the
premises in Sadovd Street in Prague
6, became the command post for a put-
sch welcoming the invading army. The
building was the seat of the Central
Administration of the State Security
Agency, the seat of the 2nd Adminis-
tration Unit (the counter-intelligence
unit) and it was also the ofice of the
deputy of Ministry of Interior, Colo-
nel Viliam Salgovi& for State Security
Agency affairs, who played a major role
in the putsch.

Colonel Salgovi& together with
colonel Josef Ripl, deputy of the head
of the 2nd Administration Unit, prepa-
red a group of agents who were going
to ensure that Soviet army planes get
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a smooth landing in Ruziné& airport. They
were also going to seize control of the
headquarters of the Ministry of Interior
in Letnd in Prague, and the broadcasting
stations of the Czechoslovak radio and
TV etc. Moreover, before midnight they
declared complete control of these
organs of government and use this claim
to influence individual security servi-
ces in favour of the occupational army.

However when the statement of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party
was broadcast on the radio at 2am, the
apparatus of the State Security Agen-
cy was heading into rupture which had
a great impact on view of some chief off-
icials. Moreover, before being interned,
colonel Stanislav Padriné&k, who was also
the first deputy of the Interior Minis-
ter, as well as the Minister Josef Pavel
himself, who was managing the ministry
from “illegality,” turned the situation
to the detriment of the pro-Soviet coup
plotters.

In the morning of August 22nd of 1968
the situation escalated to such a state
that colonel Salgovié fled to the Soviet
Embassy. The headquarters of the State
Security Agency was besieged and the
oficials began to accuse one another of
collaboration. For the first time the
Communists from the secret police were
facing the fundamental decision - to
serve the Czechoslovak people or serve
the Soviet occupiers, regardless the
consequences.

The schism of those August days had
far-reaching consequences that the Com-
munist lTeadership managed to overcome
only by purging the staff of the State
Security Agency.

Panel IV: Occupation
of Czechoslovakia

WEADYStAW BUtHAK, IPN
Areas of Research into the
Involvement of the Polish Army

in the “Danube”
Together with a broader collecti-
on of Warsaw Pact documents, the IPN



archives have obtained a cohesive set

of documentation on the 1968 interven-
tion in Czechoslovakia. The documents
have already been used by Leszek Pajdrek
and later by Pawel Piotrowski in their
papers on the military aspect of the
Polish Army involvement in the operation
against the Prague Spring. The resear-
chers focused on materials devoted to
the operation planning of the Poli-

sh Army General Staff, reports of the
Polish Second Army staff, as well as the
operational/tactical documentation of
individual units.

My paper focuses on fragments of the
same collection which have been used
to a lesser extent and refer to various
aspects of the “Danube” operation. In
particular, they are:

- Materials of the Chief Political
Directorate of the Polish Army (Gtdéwny
Zarzad Polityczny Wojska Polskiego),

- Materials of the Second Directo-
rate (Zarzad II) [intelligencel of the
General Staff,

- Materials of the State Defence
Development Planning Staff (Sztab Plano-
wania Rozwoju Obronnego Kraju).

Among other things, the Chief Poli-
tical Directorate materials refer to
propaganda activities targeted at
soldiers participating in the interven-
tion as well as the people of Czecho-
slovakia. They also contain information
about various forms of resistance by
citizens and the authorities (“illegal”
radio stations, leaflets, non-violence
action) as well as the collaboration of
some representatives of Czechoslovakian
authorities with the Polish intervening
forces.

The materials of the Second Directo-
rate of the Polish Army (i.e. the mili-
tary intelligence) contain reports from
the military attaché to Prague Colonel
Tadeusz Wotoszczuk and intelligence offi-
cers sent to the Czechoslovak Socialist
Republic on the eve of the interventi-
on. They illustrate problems associated
with reorienting operations against the
former ally. There are also interesting
data about the military response of the
West (including the neutral Austria) to
the suppression of the Prague Spring as
well as an assessment of the conditi-

on of the Czechoslovak People’s Army as
part of the Warsaw Pact after the events
of August 1968.

0f particular interest in the Sta-
te Defence Development Planning Staff
materials are data on the impact of the
Polish involvement in the intervention
in Czechoslovakia on the economic situa-
tion of the People’s Republic of Poland
from the points of view of various eco-
nomic ministries and the National Bank
of Poland.

MILAN BARTA, USTR
Victims of Armies of Warsaw
Pact in 1968

The occupation of Czechoslovakia
by the armies of five countries of the
Warsaw Pact in 1968 still remains in the
centre of historic research. However,
nobody has been able to provide figures
on how many Czechoslovak citizens were
injured or put to death during the oc-
cupation and the subsequent stay of the
Soviet army. This contribution attempts
to cover the issue of casualties in the
period from August 21st until the end
of the year of 1968. There were about
120 people who paid the highest price
during those days. Especially the 21st
of August and the days that immediately
followed meant great losses among our
people. The highest death toll was in
Prague and a great number of casualties
were reported in other cities as well,
e.g. in Liberec, Bratislava or KoSice.
At first most casualties were caused by
the soldiers who shot directly against
the people; objects or by accident when
the soldiers were for instance shooting
in the air and the bullets accidental-
ly hit people on balconies. Later on
the main cause of casualties were traffic
accidents caused by the soldiers of the
invading armies. These accidents were
often caused by breaching the traff-
ic code and reckless manipulation with
vehicles. In the beginning the Soviets
refused to cooperate on investigations
of these tragedies. At first the Czecho-
slovak government was going to initia-
te negotiations about compensation for
the victims but with the beginning of
normalization and because of the local
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administration in Moscow, the government
backed out from this plan and until

the year of 1989 the issue of victims
remained a taboo.

LUKAS CVRCEK, USTR
Criminal Activity od Members of
Armies of Occupation in 1968

The contribution will deal with
illegal conduct of members of the
occupation armies in the period from
21st August until the end of the year
of 1968. It will include and overview,
quantification and typical examples of
various types of unlawful behaviour and
evaluation of damage with a special
emphasis on casualties. The contri-
bution will also address the issue of
investigation of crimes in which the
occupants were engaged and the role of
the Czechoslovak security and judicial
bodies.

PETR BLAZEK, USTR
Propagandism of Armies of
Occupation in 1968

This contribution will deal with the
disinformation and propaganda of the oc-
cupational armies of the five countries
of the Warsaw Pact. The main topic will
be the printed matter distributed within
Czechoslovakia after the 21st August.

There is an extensive collection of
such printed matter in Libri Prohibi-
ti - the Tibrary of samizdat and exile
literature. The content and phraseology
of these materials will be interpreted.
The materials include the classic leaf-
lets, attempts to publish disinformatio-
nal versions of well established papers
(the best known of these is the issue
of Rudé pravo daily on 26th August which
was distributed in Prague be means of
helicopters) as well as publishing peri-
odicals (for instance the News which was
still published in 1969). The author of
this contribution will also focus on the
so called White Book, which contained
the alleged documents on the ,counter-
revolution” in Czechoslovakia and which
was published in numerous language
versions. The second theme will be the
activity of the radio station Vitava,
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which broadcast from East Germany after
21st August.

We will also present the reaction of
Czechoslovak citizens to the disinforma-
tion and propagandist campaigns of the
occupying forces and the Tife stories of
those who actively participated in it.

ANDREA KOZARY, University of
National Defense, Budapest
Occupation of Czechoslovakia
- certain reactions and
reflections of the state
security to the military
participation of Hungary,

recently discovered documents

The greatest part of the archival
sources on the 1968 Prague Revoluti-
on, which for so many years were closed
from historians from 1989, gradually are
becoming accessible for scholars.

As a fortunate coincidence, most
Western sources on the revolution have
been declassified during the second half
of the ,80-s, which made it possible to
study the reactions of the Western great
powers to the events in Czechoslovakia
just Tike the relationship between the
socialist countries.

So the research, now based on
archival sources on the Occupation
of Czechoslovakia, carried out in the
lTast 8-10 years by scholars in Hungary
and abroad, has already produced much
result: many hitherto unknown data,
important evidence and new interpreta-
tions have been published up to date. In
my presentation I try to focusing to the
most important results of this research
concentrating on the new findings of
the very interesting documents of the
Ministry of Interior and the Political
Committee of the Hungarian Socialist
Worker’s Party in July and at beginning
of August 1968.

By mid-July 1968, Janos Kadér was
not convinced at all that the crisis
could be resolved by political means. It
is noteworthy that Kédér, who ultima-
tely supported military intervention,
insisted even after the joint milita-
ry intervention on 21 August 1968 that
the Czechoslovak events were analogous



to the 1956 Polish crisis and not to
Hungary’s as perceived by the Soviets.

The Minister of Interior, Andras
Benkei got full information about the
military intervention from the Hungarian
army headquarters on the 27 of July.
After that on the 1 of August (three
weeks before the occupation!) the
Minister of Interior gave the No. 0020.
and the No. 011 ordered the police, the
border police and the secret police to
close the border of Hungary, to secu-
re the Danube for crossing it by the
Hungarian army, to control everybody and
everything that seemed hostile and to
build up camps for the tourist from GDR
and Czechoslovakia.

After the invasion on the 26 of
August the Military Guarding of the
Ministry of Interior made an interesting
report of the “hostile propaganda on
the Czechoslovak territory” and in April
1969 it summarised their experiences on
the events.

Panel V: Second life
of Prague Spring

KRISTINA BURINSKAITE, Genocide
and resistance research centre
of Lithuania

New forms of anti-Soviet
movement in Lithuania and
challenges to KGB after “Prague
spring”

“Prague spring” and intervention of
Soviet Union were one of the most seri-
ous political crises in SSSR and soci-
alistic countries. These events influen-
ced relationship between Soviet Union
and other socialistic countries. Also,
it had some impact to the activity of
KGB. When J. Andropov became a head of
KGB in 1967, the political control and
supervision of KGB by the Communist par-
ty strengthened. Establishment of the
KGB fifth directorate to fight to ideolo-
gical diversion showed about the inten-
sified struggle with peaceful resistance
movement. These tendencies of repressi-

ve policy were even more obvious after
event in 1968 in Czechoslovakia. Changes
in Moscow influenced the activity of KGB
in Lithuania also.

KGB had to deal with new tendencies
of the Lithuanians antisoviet movement
in 1970s. It became more organised, new
forms of peaceful resistance appeared
such as strikes, underground, illegal
press, letters to the governments of the
SSRS, other countries and organisati-
ons. In such way Lithuanians appealed to
the public opinion of Western democratic
societies. Elements of nationality into
the culture and public Tife also streng-
thened. Soviets treated it as antisoviet
activity. Intensified Lithuanians anti-
soviet resistance activated political
activity of Lithuanian émigré. Those
changes of émigré activity influenced
the activity of KGB toward the émigré
organisations such as Santara-Sviesa,
VLIK and other. Such tendencies forced
KGB to change the methods, means of
struggle against the dissidents. Soviet
secret police transferred its fight with
antisoviet powers into the media. KGB
paid more and more attention to the
”active measures” such as propaganda,
discreditation, and disinformation. They
used these means against the most active
dissidents and fighter for human rights
such V.Petkus, B.Gajauskas, priests
S.Tamkevicius, A.Svarinskas and others.
Struggle for the public opinion became
new challenge to KGB.

JAROSLAV CORANIC, University of
PresSov
Restitution of Greek
Byzantine Catholic Church in
Czechoslovakia in 1968

This contribution will report on the
events of the year of 1968 which led to
the recognition of the Roman-Catholic
church in Czechoslovakia. In 1950 the
Church was declared illegal by an unpre-
cedented state act and the government in
power transformed it into the Orthodox
Church. Anybody who opposed this step
of the establishment was imprisoned,
evicted or persecuted. This state of
affairs persisted until 1968 when, thanks
to the Prague Spring, there was some
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liberalization in the field of religi-
ous politics as well. Roman-Catholic
priests, monks and Catholic laity began
to take action and by putting a con-
stant pressure on the state authori-
ties they achieved recognition of the
Roman Catholic Church. The occupation
of Czechoslovakia by the armies of the
Warsaw Pact put an end to that. Although
the Roman-Catholic Church was officially
legalized, there were unrelenting con-
frontations with state bodies and the
Church properties were never restored.
Therefore it was not possible to ordain
a resident bishop and the theological
university and the seminar were unable
to resume their activity.

The year of 1968 became a great
milestone for the Roman-Catholic Church
and its result was not shown fully until
1989.

JANOS RAINER, 1956 Institute
The ,Korcula Protest‘ on

21 August, 1968 - and its
Reception by the Hungarian
Party & State Security

Apparatuses

In 21 August, 1968 an internatio-
nal philosophical congress in Korcula
(Yugoslavia) was interrupted dramatical-
ly. News came on the military invasion
of Soviet and allied troops against
Czechoslovakia. Gajo Petrovic, Lucien
Goldman and other prominent figures of
the New Left compiled a protest dec-
laration. From all the Easter European
participants five Hungarians signed it:
Agnes Heller, Gydrgy Markus, M&ria Mar-
kus, Vilmos Sés and Z&dor Tordai. They
also wrote a special Hungarian protest
against the participation of the Hunga-
rian People’s Army in the invasion.

Heller, the Markus couple and the
others were representatives of the
Hungarian reform of 1968. Their concept
on it was a strange mixture of reform-
communism and new Teft radicalism with
a certain Toyalty towards the Hungari-
an leadership and Janos Kadar himself.
1968 was the turning point. This is the
focus of this paper.

Political thinking had got a blow
with the defeat of the Hungarian Revo-
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Tution. There was no scope left for it
at all until the mid-1960s, when the
Kaddar elite began weighing cautious
reforms. The mid-1960s oficial discourse
on reform provided chances for expres-
sing certain alternatives. It is not by
chance that a new chapter in Hungarian
dissidence began to be written by a new
generation of Marxist reformers, for
the other intellectual traditions had
become police matters after ’56. The
Hungarian Marxists of the 1960s began
their discourse from a different distant
point. They saw post-Stalinist communism
as an open, dynamic system with pro-
spects. This new generation held some
value for some in the Hungarian lea-
dership as well, while it retained the
optimism of Gydorgy (Georg) Lukécs, the
most and world-wide celebrated represen-
tative of the Hungarian Marxist thought.
Kadddr was a pragmatic politician, but
he sensed instinctively the concern of
some of the intelligentsia about ideo-
lTogical questions, and thought it best
for that interest to be fed by Lukécs
and his disciples.

The paper intend to analyse the reac-
tion of the Hungarian intellectuals to
the end of the Prague Spring. No doubt
the most important was that of the Hun-
garian reform-Marxists. There are three
main sources for this process.

1. Their contemporary attempts to
work themselves through the shock
of 1968 by studies, articles, most-
ly remained in manuscripts. The urge
for criticism increased among the new
generation of Marxists, but it was not
yet accompanied by political demands
or formulation of responses. Greatest
attempt at reconstituting the Marxist
vision of socialism was made in 1971-72
by Gyérgy Bence, Jdnos Kis and Gyorgy
Mérkus, who drew in their great work
on the lessons of 1968 in Western and
in Eastern Europe (Hogyan lehetséges
kritikai gazdasdgtan [How is critical
economics possible?]).

2. The first to draw political conclu-
sions and responses were the state
authorities themselves, which began
trying after August 1968 to control the
neo-Marxist generation by authoritari-
an means (ranging from secret-police



methods to scientific policy) and squee-
ze it out of intellectual l1ife. Secret
police reports (on Korcula signatories
e. g.) provide the second main documen-
tary collection for the reaction to Pra-
gue in Hungary. At the end of this pro-
cess some representatives of this group
were fired from their jobs by a Central
Committee resolution and forced to leave
Hungary in early 70ies.

3. It is also interesting how those
critics of 1968 invasion had become cri-
tics of all kinds of (state) socialism
lTater from the 70ies on. Their memoires
and intellectual autobiographies shed
another 1ight on their path-finding in
the sixties.

To sum up, 1968 was a turning point
in the history of the Hungarian dissi-
dence. As a heritage, its most valueable
component is the moral disgust. It also
started a serial of attempts to rethink
and revise the whole concept of Marxist-
Leninist Socialism but it proved to be
lTong-term process.

LUKASZ KAMINSKI, IPN
“The 1968 Experience and the
Polish Crisis in 1980-1981”

The Czechoslovak experience in 1968
was one of the main points of referen-
ce during the 1980-1981 crisis period
in the People’s Republic of Poland. For
many Solidarity leaders and activists it
was a reason to give up many postulates
(especially those related to the ruling
spheres and Poland’s international posi-
tion) so as not to cross the invisible
borderline beyond which the threat of an
intervention was lurking. This pheno-
menon is now called the “self-Timiting
revolution”—a term coined by Jadwiga
Staniszkis in 1985.

By way of analogy with the Prague
Spring, this “impassable borderline”
can actually be determined. An analy-
sis of demands towards the Teaders of
the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia
shows that beyond the borderline were:
the existence of civic organisations
independent from the communist par-
ty, the abolition of censorship, and
the loss of the “leading role” by the
communist party. In 1980-1981 in Poland,

the borderline was crossed only in the
first area. Another important element

in the “intervention-oriented thinking”
were communist party congresses in both
countries. Brezhnev eventually approved
the use of armed forces, because it was
the only way to prevent the 14th Extra-
ordinary Congress of the Communist Party
of Czechoslovakia. The 9th Extraordinary
Congress of the Polish United Workers’
Party also aroused some fears—which were
dispelled in its course anyway.

Consequently, even from the 1980-

1981 perspective, it should have been
expected that Moscow was not consi-
dering an intervention in Poland. The
“impassable borderlines” had not been
crossed, and the party congress had not
ended in a disaster (i.e. the victory
of the reformers).

Nevertheless, both the partici-
pants in the events and the majority of
contemporary analysts (columnists and
historians) do not see another, even
more important experience from the 1968
events.

The experience was the demise of the
armed intervention policy. When descri-
bing events associated with the Warsaw
Pact military invasion on Czechoslova-
kia, we usually focus on a single issue—
the military success. At the same time,
we forget that the intervention was to
be only an initial element in a poli-
tical plan. Meanwhile, the military
success was accompanied with a total
political fiasco. Despite the assumpti-
ons, the “healthy forces” did not emerge
and did not seize power.

There is yet another consequence of
the intervention—its condemnation by
a significant part of communist parti-
es around the world and the birth of
Eurocommunism. As a result, Moscow lost
its direct control over a significant
part of the international communist
movement. In the light of that, the ide-
ological ambitions of the Soviet empire
had to weaken, which had an effect on
the events in 1980-1981 in Poland.

The 1968 experience must have played
a major role in the adoption of the
“non-intervention” strategy towards
Poland by the Soviet Union in the autumn
of 1980. Of course, there were also
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other reasons for adopting that stra-
tegy, especially the aftermath of the
war in Afghanistan, the economic crisis
in the USSR, fear of further sanctions
from the West as well as a realistic
assessment of the possible political,
economic and military results of an
intervention in Poland.
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