











®OPMUPOBAHUE U AEATEJIbHOCTb AHTUTUTJIEPOBCKOM
KOAJIMIINUU B 1941-1945 rr.

Yuuepun Poman I'epmarosuu
(Mockosckuil zocydapcmeeniviil 001aCmHoU YHUBCPCUTNEN)

B c¢BoeM pagnoobpalnenyn K HaceaeHuo ot 22 uionst 1941 roga npembep-
MuHUCTp Benukobpuranun Y. Yepuniib cKasal, 4To «3a NocjaeaHue 25 jer
HUKTO He OBLT 60JIee TIOCTET0BATETBHBIM TIPOTUBHIKOM KOMMYHU3Ma, YEM S1.
51 He BO3bMY 0OpATHO HE OHOTO CJI0BA, KOTOPOE s ckaza o HeM. Ho Bce Gaen-
HeeT Tiepe]] pa3BepThIBAIONINM S ceifyac 3peuiieM. [Ipomnioe, ¢ ero mpecty-
[UIEHUSIMU, 6E3YMCTBAMU U TPareJusiMU, OTCTyTIaeT» !,

Mesxay TeM, MbI MOKeM TOBOPHUTD, YTO TOJBKO Uepe3 TPU Heean Mocie
MCTOPUYECKOM peun Yepunsuis 1o pajuo Havyauaoch oduiraabHoe hopMupo-
BaHIe aHTUTUTIEPOBCKON Koasuin. HawamoMm aTomy coGbITHIO, 6e3YCI0BHO,
nocayskiao sakaoderne 12 uross 1941 roga cornanerust 0 COBMeCTHOM GOph-
6e ¢ marucrckoii Tepmanueii. ITo ganromy goxymenty CCCP u Bennkobpu-
TaHUsT 00A3BIBAIMCH OKA3hIBATh PYT APYTY BCAUECKYIO OMOIIb, HE BECTU HI-
KaKUX JAPYTUX TIEPETOBOPOB, HE 3aKTI0YATh IEPEMUPHS I MUPHBIX IOTOBOPOB,
KPOMe Kak ¢ 000I0JTHOTO COTJIACHSIL.

CrouT OTMETHTD, YTO BO BpeMs TIEPETOBOPOB HAIIa CTPaHa HACTONYNBO Tpe-
GoBaJia y aHTJIMHCKOTO TIOJIMTUYECKOTO PYKOBOICTBA OTKPBITH (DPOHT Ha CeBEpe
Dpannumn, 9TO6B OGTETINTD CBOE COOCTBEHHOE TIOIOKEHE B BoitHe ¢ Tepma-
nueit. Ho nmpembep-munauctTp Yepuniiib He XOTeEJ 9TOTO JleIaTh, CChLIASCH HA
HEIOCTATOYHOCTh TEXHNIECKUX CPEICTB /IS TPOBEICHIS CTONIb BAXKHOH U He-
00XOAMMON OIIEPALIHHL.

Komnern niozst osnamenosasics sBusutoM B CCCP m3BecTHOTO TOCyIapCTBEH-
HOTO ¥ TosuTHdeckoro aesrens I. TonkuHca. 3a BpeMs CBOero npebbiBaHus
OH TOJHOCTBIO B TIOJIOXKUTENBHYIO CTOPOHY M3MEHWJ CBOE OTHOTIEHWE K Ha-
el cTpate, 4To BIOCJAEACTBUM U BbICKazasl 1o npubsitin obpatHo B CIITA.
Ha poaume Taxyio mosutiio [omkimca pa3feaiin MHOTHE TTOJUTHIECKUE Jie-
AaTesu, B ToM yucie u rnpesuieHT Pyssessr. [lo ero mauimatuse co 2 aBrycra
Coenunennsie [IITaTe! cTam 0Ka3pIBATh BOEHHYTO M 9KOHOMUYECKYIO TIOMOTITh
Coserckomy Corosy B Boiine nnpotus [epmanun.

CremyomuM BaXHBIM IAarOM B CTAHOBJIECHWN AHTUTUTIEPOBCKON KO-
anunuu ctasa BeTpeda Pyssessra u Uepuniisi Ha BOEHHO-MOPCKOH Gase

U Yepuuano Y. Bropag muposas Boiina. Tom 3. Besmxkwuii coios. M.: Teppa — Kuuk-
mblit ki1y6, 1998. C. 191.
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ApzkenTust. ITo ObLIM TIEPBbIE TIEPEroBOPbI ¢ yuacrtueM npesugenta CIITA
U npeMbep-MuHUCTpa BenukoOpuranuu B rogbl Bropoil MUPOBOIT BOMHEL
Ho masxke 3TOT (hakTOp He MOMEIIa JupepaM ABYX CTPaH MOOUTHCS MOJIO-
JKUTEJILHOTO UTOTA OT 9TOI BeTpeuu. B pesysibrare Oblia nojmcana Arian-
TUYECKast XapTHsl, KOTOPAsl SBUJIACH OJHUM M3 OCHOBHBIX ITPOrPAMMHBIX J[0-
KYMEHTOB aHTUTUTIEPOBCKON Koamntnu. B ceHTsIOpe BO BpeMsI TIePErOBOPOB
B Jlonznone x Atmantuyeckoit xaptuu npucoepunatcas CCCP u pax npyrux
rOCy/ZIapCTB.

[Tocme Toro kak B mekabpe Coenutennbie IlltaThl BCTymuim B BOIHY,
MOJKHO YBEPEHO KOHCTaTHPOBATh, YTO CUJIbI AHTHUTUTJIEPOBCKOH KOAJIUIIUU
3HAYUTEIBHO BO3POCIH. BOJIbIlast 4acTh CTPaH BBICTYINJIA HA OHOU CTOPO-
He ¢ CIITA, Besmko6puranueid 1 CCCP. B kauecTBe JJoKa3aTeqbcTBa JaHHON
TOYKHU 3PEHUSI XOTEJ0Ch Obl OTMETUTD MEPBYIO BAIMHITOHCKYIO KOH(MEpPEH-
nuio. B nepuos ee nmposenenust 1 suBaps 1942 roga npepcraButensmu 26 ro-
cymapeTs Obla coBMecTHO Toanucana /lexmaparst O6bennHenusrx Harmit.
ITOT NOKYMEHT TOATBEP/UIL, YTO CTPAHBI OYAYT BBIIOIHATH ATIAHTHICCKYIO
XapTHio, 6GPOCSAT BCE CBOM CHJIBI Ha BOIHY € arpeccopoM M TaKsKe He IMPU KaKuX
06CTOSITETHCTBAX He OYIYT 3aKTI0UaTh HUKAKNX CETTapaTHLIX CIIEJOK HU ¢ Ha-
nuctckoi lepmanueit, Hu ¢ MUIUTAPUCTCKOM SITOHMEH Ha TIPOTSKEHNU BCETO
BOCHHOTO KOH(JIUKTA.

Kazamocn, uto moanmucanme lexmaparmn O6bennHenHbx Harmii momk-
HO OBLIIO CEPbE3HO YKPEIHUTh aHTUTUTIEPOBCKYI0 Koasuiuio. Ho Hexenanue
OTKpPBIBaTh BTOPOI (hPOHT, HAIIPOTHB, PE3KO OOOCTPSIIO B3aMMOOTHOIIIEHMS
MEXIy ee yJacTHUKaMHU. BMecTo TOro 4To6bI MOCAYIIATh COBETCKOE TIPaBU-
TEJIbCTBO U OCYIECTBUTH BbICA/IKY B EBpoIle, aMepuKaHIbl U aHTJIMYaHE CO-
BMeCTHO B Hosi6pe 1942 rozia ocyiectsuim Bropsketue B CeBepHyto AGpuky.
B xo/e IpoBeieHNsT TAHHOMN OTIEpaIiy 13-3a GOJIBIITIX TOTEPh OHM GBI BbI-
HY’KZIeHBI COKPATUTD TIOCTAaBKU BOEHHBIX IPy30B B Cosetckuii Coios, uTo, Kak
MbI IOHMMAaEM, BOBCE He ObLIIO Ha M0JIb3Y Hallleil cTpaHe.

Yerexu CCCP B Cramunrpazickoit 6utse n Ha Kypckoil ayre sactaBmim
Yepunmist u PysBessra cTpeMuthest K GoJiee II0LOTBOPHOMY COTPYAHUYE-
CTBY C Hallleil CTpaHoOl B BoIpoce 1obebl Hajx oOmmM BparoM. Ele Ha KOH-
depentuu B Kpebexke B aBrycre 1943 roga smaepst Bemukobpuranum u CIITA
MPUCTYTIAT K TTPAKTUIECKOM TTOATOTOBKE OTKPBITHS BTOPOro hpoHTa B EBpO-
ne. 3ateM nanHast nmpobrema yxe ¢ yaactrem CCCP mosyuut mmpokyo moj-
ZIepKKY Ha MOCKOBCKOM COBEIIAHNN MUHHUCTPOB WHOCTPAHHBIX e, T/e TJa-
BaM BHEITHETOJUTUUECKUX BEIOMCTB CTPaH «bBoJbIIO TPONKN» HAKOHEI-TO
yZIaCTCS IOTOBOPUTBHCS O TIePBOii 3a To/ibl BTOpoil MUPOBOIl BOIHBI BCTpeue
Cranuna, Pyssensra n Yepunims B ropojie Terepane.

Tereparckast KoHdepeHIusi, KoTopast Tpoxoaua ¢ 28 HostOpst mo 1 jeka-
6pst 1943 roza, siBUIaCh, 6€3yCIOBHO, BasKHBIM COOBITHEM BO B3aMMOOTHOIIIE-
HUSIX CTPaH aHTUTUTJIEPOBCKOM KOANUIUH. Y Ke B TIEPBbIl /IeHb €€ OTKPBITHS
aMEePUKAHCKUI Tpe3uieHT Py3BesbT ckazait: «S xouy 3aBepuTh 4wieHOB HOBOM
CeMbM — COOPABIIMXCS 32 9TUM CTOJIOM YJIEHOB HACTOsIIIEH KOH(bEepeHIKn —
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B TOM, UTO MBI BCE COOPATUCH 3/IECH C OTHOM TEMBIO — C TIETHIO BBIUTPATH BOHHY
KaK MOKHO CKOpees>.

Ecsin B 11paBIuBOCTh CKa3aHHBIX AMEPUKAHCKUM IPE3UIEHTOM CJIOB IJIa-
Ba Hallell cTpaHbl GBI TOTOB TIOBEPUTH, TO TTOBeAeHNE UepUuriiist BO BpeMst
koH(pepennuu B Terepane He BHYyIIAJ0 HUKAKOTO JIOBEPHUS COBETCKOMY PY-
koBomuTesio. CTaJuHy He HPaBUJIOCHh B aHTJIMICKOM MTPEMbeP-MUHUCTPE TO,
YTO BO BpeMs IIepBoii BCTpeun JuiepoB «bosbimoit Tpoiikn» B crosmie Mpana
OH CTPEMUJICS PENTATh MEKIYHAPOIHbBIE TPOOJEMBI, HE TIPUCIYITHBASICH TIPH
3TOM K MHeHu10, ucxozsiiemy ot CCCP.

B navasne koudepennun Yepunmns yoexman CragnHa B HEOOXOAUMOCTH
B IEPBYIO OuYepeilb CKopeiinero ocBoboxkiaeHus PuMa oT BOMCK arpeccopa.
CoeTtckuii muzep, KOHEYHO, He BO3PaKajl MPOTUB TAKOTO PEIleHNs aHTJIN-
CKOTO TIPEMBbEP-MUHUCTPA, HO XOTEJ B TO JK€ BPEMs, YTOOBI TJIaBHAST Orepa-
1T COIO3HUKOB M0 aHTUTUTIEPOBCKOI KOATUITIH MTPOXO/INJIA HA TEPPUTOPUN
Opanrun.

[oaroe Bpems Ctanun 1 Yepuniimh Tak U HE MOTJIU IOTOBOPUTHCS O TOM,
rjie HeoOXOAUMO OCYIIECTBIISITh BHICAAKY CUJI aHTUTUTIEPOBCKOI KOAIMIIH.
Kak Bcmomunan B.M. BepekkoB, HaXoQuBIIUiics Ha TOT MOMEHT B CTOJIU-
e Upana: «JIugep GpUTaHCKUX TOPU HUKAK He XOUYeT CJAOKHUThH opyskus. OH
BHOBb M BHOBb HACTAWBAET Ha CBOEM, M300paskast J1eJio Tak, Gy/ITo, pearas
Pa3BepHYTh OTlepallii Ha I0T0-BOCTOKe EBPOIIBI, OH TIeueTcst JIUIb O CKOPE-
reil mobezie Haz OOIIMM BparomM»>.

KoneuHo, Kak Mbl TIOHMMaeM, TAKOE YIPSIMCTBO CO CTOPOHBI Hepuusuis He
MOTJIO TIPO/IOJIKAThCS Ha TPOTSKeHWU TerepaHckoll KOHGMEPEeHIIUU BEYHO.
B xoneunoM nrore aHTJIMHCKUIN TPEeMbEP-MUHUCTP MO/ HAKUMOM IIPEe3U/IeH-
Ta PysBesbra ObLT BRIHYK/IEH MPUHATH mosuiiinio CTagnHa 0 Heo6X0IMMOCTH
NPOBe/IEHUsT BOEHHOH ollepaiiiyu nMeHHo Ha Tepputopun Mpanimu, B cesep-
HOI1 ee yacTH.

Hecmotpst Ha pazHoriacust, KOTopeie apuin Ha Terepanckoit KoHbepeH-
n Mexay augepamu CCCP, CIIIA u BemmkoGpuraHuy, HeJib3st He OTMETUTD
ee TO3UTUBHYIO POJIb B YKPEIUIEHMM aHTUTUTJIEPOBCKOW Koajauiuu. B no-
caenauit 1eHb paborsr CrasmmH, Pysseast u Yepuriab COBMECTHO TIOAMCATT
«Jlexmaparnuio Tpex fepskaBy, I7e, HAKOHell, TIPU3HAIN BEPHOCTH CBOUM COI03-
HUYECKUM 00s13aTEThCTBAM 10 OTHOTIIEHHIO K BEJEHIIO BOIHBI TPOTHB arpec-
copa. CTOUT OTMETUTb, YTO TIPUHSTHE JAHHOTO JOKYMEHTA TAK)KE TI03BOJINIIO
BCEJTUTH HAZEKAY, YTO B HOBOM TOMY CTPaHBI aHTUTUTIEPOBCKON KOATHUIIAN
cranyT 6oJiee CIUIOYEHHBIMU, YeM paHee.

C HactymienreM HOBoTo 1944 roa aHTUTHTIEPOBCKOH KOATUITUH YIAT0Ch
oziepxKaTh psajl obe Ha KIoueBbix (hpOHTAX BOMHBL B nepsyio ouepens xore-
sock 6b1 BIennTh BKaIag CCCP B ocTiskeHne 00OIIETo ycrexa Hajl arpec-
copom. B amBape KpacHoii apMun HaKOHEI-TO yAaJ0Ch IPOPBaTh OJIOKAILY

2 Canaxoee IILIL, I[oi6ynescxuii B.JI. Terepan. Slara. Ilorcaam: ¢6. 10K, 3-e U3
M.: Mexaynaponusie otHommenwus, 1971. C. 37.

3 Bepeackoe B.M. Terepan, 1943. Ha xkondepennun Bospimoii Tpoiikn u B Ky/ya-
pax. M.: AITH, 1968. C. 50.
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Jlenuurpana, 9To TMO3BOJMUIO B BOCTOP;KEHHOM TOHE 3aTOBOPUTH 00 3TOM CO-
ObITHN Ha 3alajie [ake TeX JIo/iel, KOTOPBIE [0 9TOTO He UCIIBITBIBAIN 0C000i
CUMIIATUU K HaIIeil CTpaHe.

Kpome cusitus 6okanst Jlenunrpana 1944 rog oTMETHIICS B IIAMSITH TPask-
JlaH HAIeH CTPaHbl TakxKe U OTKpbITHeM BTOporo dhponta Bo Opanuuun. O6-
paraer Ha cebst BHUMAHIE TO, YTO OIEPAIIN TI0 BBICAJIKE JlecaHTa Oblia 0Cy-
IIECTBJIEHA IOYTU Yepe3 Mecsll nocJie ooroBopernoil B Terepane gatst — 1 mast
1944 ropa.

[Toka amepuKaHIIbl 1 X COIO3HIKH HE OTKPbIBAJIN BTOPOil hponT Bo Dpan-
11U, BCE CBOM CUJIbI OHU GPOCHIN Ha UTATBSTHCKUHN TeaTp BOEHHBIX TeHCTBUI.
Kax uror 4 mionst um yaanoch ocBo6oauts Pum ot Bpara. Ha cienyioniuit iemnp
HocJyie aToro Py3BessT B cBoeM oOpalieHun K HacesieHuio ckaxer: «Ilepsast
u3 croaur Ocu B Hammx pykax. Ocrarnocs eme Bel»! Koneuno, takue cio-
Ba aMEPUKAHCKOTO JIJIepa JIajli TI0BOJI MHOTUM MCCJIE/IOBATESIM 33[yMaThCs
0 TOM, 4TO OH ObLI KpaliHe 3aMHTEPECOBAH B CKOPEIIIIEM OKOHYAHUE MEXKIY-
HAapPOJHOTO KOH(MJINKTA.

[Mocaexnum cobbitueM 1944 roja, Te cepbe3HO CTOJNKHYJIUCH UHTEPECh
CTpaH AHTUTHUTJIEPOBCKOI KOAIWINM, CTaja KoH(MepeHIs B BammnHrroHe,
Ha Busie JIymGapron-Oke. Ha 9700t BeTpeue 0CHOBHbIE Pa3HOIIACUS MEKIY
ee YYaCTHHKAMHU BO3HUKJM 110 Bompocy Oymyiiero coctaBa Opranusaiun
O6benunennbix Haruil. Ananusupyst sty npobiemy B cBoeil MoHOrpadum,
coBetckuit ucropuk B.SI. Cunosic mucan, uro «6bu10 odeBuauo, uto CoBer-
ckuit Cor03 OKa)KeTCs B CO3/ITaBAEMOI MEXKTyHAPOIHON OPraHU3aIlny B BeChMa
CJIOKHOM TIOJIOKEHUH, TaK KaK GOJIBITHHCTBO WIEHOB ee OYIyT CIIefoBaTh 3a
CIITA u Aursueii»®.

Bropas Berpeua Crammna, Yepunsurs u PysBessra oTKpblaach B heBpase
1945 roma. Ha atoT pa3 ona yske MpOXO/Mia HA TEPPUTOPUU HAIIEN CTPAHbI,
B ropozie Slare. HyskHO HpHU3HATD, YTO 9TO He OBLIO CIYYAHBIM SIBJIEHIEM
1 00BSICHSITOCH TeMHU sKepTBamu, KoTopbie CoeTckuit Coto3 K STOMY BpeMeH!
[IoHeC B BoiiHe ¢ lepmanueil u ee caTessinTaMu.

Antunckas KoHbepeHIus crana, 6e3yca0BHO, BA)KHBIM ATAIIOM B CTAHOB-
JileHnn 1 GOPMUPOBAHUN BCEll aHTUTUTIEPOBCKON KOAINIIUU B TO/IbI BOIHBI.
B otsmmuue ot Terepata, Mbl MOKEM KOHCTATHPOBATH, YTO TOH Hecel] 311eCh ObLI
GoJtee Py KeCTBEHHBIM, YyeM B croJmile Vpana. Tak, 06 aToM, 6e3yCcI0BHO, MO-
JKET TOBOPUTDb JOCTUTHYTasA COBMECTHO JOTOBOPEHHOCTDH JIN/IEPOB «boapmoin
TPOlKU» B oTHOIEeHNH cyap0bl lepmarmu. Cranun, Yepuniis u Pyssesnsr Ha
SlatuscKol KOHMEPEHIMU IPUHSIIU OOIMME YCUJIMSIMU PEIICHIE O pas/ie-
JIEHUN 3TOH CTPaHBI IIOCJIe OKOHYAHNSI BOIHBI C arpecCOPOM Ha YeThIPe 30HbI
OKKYTIAI[1H.

[ToMmMO HEMEIIKOTO BOIIPOca Ha BTOPOIl BCTpeUe IJIaB aHTUTHTIEPOBCKOMH
KOQIUIMH ee JIiepaM TakKe COBMECTHO Y/IaJ0Ch JJOCTUTHYTh KOMIIPOMHCCA

4 Pyssenvm @. Becenpl y kamuna. O Kpusuce, onurapxax 1 BoiiHe. M.: Ajroputwm,
2012. C. 302.

5 Cunonc B.A. Ha mytn k Bemukoit mobeze. Coerckas aummomaTtns B 1941-1945.
M.: ITomntuszgar, 1985. C. 288.
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B otnomennu cozganusa OOH. Cramun, Yepunians u Py3Besansr g poctu-
JKEHWST TOH TIeJIN COTJIACHJINCE ellle Ha OfXHy KoHdepeHIio B Topone Can-
Opannucko. CoriacHO NpPeBAPUTENBHBIM JIOTOBOPEHHOCTSIM, HOJY4YEeHHBIM
B SlaTe, B HEl CMOTYT MPUHSITH YUACTHE TOJBKO TE€ CTPAHbI, KOTOPBIE OOBSIBIIN
oty Tepmanuu u dnonun we mozaree 1 mapra 1945 roxa.

B nesom, onenuBasg BTOpylo BcTpeuy <«Dbosblnoil Tpoliku», COBETCKUN
uctopuk H.H. fxoB7eB crpaBeqanBo HaMUIIET, YTO «pemeHus AaTuHcKon
KOH(MEPEHIINN HEU3MEPIMO YKPEIUIN aHTUTHTICPOBCKYTO KOATUITIIO»®. JIn-
nepam «Bombiioit Tpoiikuy B SnTe yAacTes 3a105KUTh HOBYIO CHCTEMY MEXK/LY-
HAPOJHBIX OTHOTIICHITH.

B nampreiinmem dhopMuposanne SATHHCKON CHCTEMBI TIPOJIOJIKUTCS YiKe
Ha TPETheN 10 cueTy KOH(MEPEHITUHN JHIEPOB CTpaH «bobIoit Tpoiikuy B TO-
pozxe ITorcpame. Obpaiaer Ha cebs1 BHUMaHKE TOT (DAKT, UTO COCTAB €€ y4acT-
HUKOB TI0 CPABHEHUIO C TIPEIBIAYIINMHU BCTPEYaMU TIPeTepIies 3HaYNTeIbHbIE
usmenenust. Bmecro ymepiirero B ampesie 1945 roma Pyssesbra B Tepmanuio
OTIIPAaBUJICS HOBBIM amepukaHckuii npesujeHT lappu Tpymasn. Bo Bpems
[Torcmamckoil KoHGeEpeHINN cTaHeT U3BECTHO, YTO KOHCEPBATOPLI BO TJIaBe
¢ YepunsieM MoTepresn MopakeHne Ha MapiaMeHTCKuX Bhibopax. Hobrid
[PeMbep-MUHUCTP, Juzep JeiibopuctoB KiemenT ITTiiu cpasy ke 1mociie aTo-
TO BO3TJIABUT aHTJIMICKYIO /IeIeTalliio Ha BCTpeue TiaB «bombinoit Tpolikus
B Iepmanun. /Iy MHOTHX MOJUTUYECKUX U TOCYIAPCTBEHHBIX JlesTesel TOTo
TeprojIa UCTOPUK GY/IET OUEBH/IHO, YTO, HECMOTPST Ha Pa3jindne BO B3TJISIAX
¢ YepuusuieM, oH OyeT IPOLOJIKATD €ro JIMHUIO BO BPEMS IIEPETOBOPOB C JIPY-
TUMU TIPE/ICTABUTE/IIMI aHTUTUTIEPOBCKON KOATUIIH.

Ha xondepentniuu B Ilorcname 1.B. Cranun BHOBB, Kak U paHee, CTOJ-
KHETCSI C CePbe3HBIMU TPYAHOCTSIMU BO BpeMs rteperoBopos ¢ auzgepamu CIITA
u Bemmkobputannu. Ha 3TOT pa3 HeIOMOHUMAaHNE BO B3aUMOOTHOIIEHISIX
CTpaH aHTUTUTIEPOBCKON KOAJIUIINN BO3HUKHET B OTHOIIEHUH CYAbOBI [ToTh-
mu. CoBeTcKoe MPaBUTEALCTBO B Jjinile CTaanHa XOTeJIOo NepeaaTh 3ama{HyIo
TPAHWILy 9TOH CTPAHBI MOJ] YIIPaBIeHNE BPEMEHHOTO MPABUTEIbCTBA HAIHO-
HAJIBHOTO eANHEHUA. AMEPUKAHIIBI ¥ aHTJINYaHe aKTUBHO CTPEMUIINCDH He J10-
MYCTUTH ATOTO, TIOHUMAs, YeM 3TO MOKET B KOHEUHOM MTOTE 3aKOHUUTHCS [T
HUX.

JIT06OTBITHO PAaCCMOTPETD, KaK COBETCKAst JeJIerTaiust 0ObsICHsIA TPUYIH-
HbI, II0 KOTOPBIM HEOOXOAMMO ObLIO TIepefiaTh KOHTPOJIb 3allafiHOi TPaHUIIbI
[Tosrb UMEHHO TOJ YIPaBJeHUE BPEMEHHOTO MPaBUTEIbCTBA HAIINOHAID-
HOTO efiHeHus. B xauecTBe OCHOBHOTO MOBO/Ia YKA3BIBAJIOCDH TO, YTO B XO7i€
HACTYTJIEHUS COBETCKUX BOICK IOJABISAIONIAS YACTh HEMEIKUX TPaKAaH
nepeMecTuach Ha 3araj. AMEPHKAHIbI U aHTJINYaHe He TOJIBKO He XOTeJn
BOCIIPUHUMATD 3TO KaK OCHOBHYIO MPUYUHY, HO MTPOOJIKAIN TIPUAYMBIBATD
BCSAKHE PYTHE OTTOBOPKY TP IPUHATHH JAHHOTO PEIICHU.

He cumras mosbckoii npobiembl Ha IloTcaamckoil koHdepeHiym, ce-
pbe3HBbIe PA3HOIJIACHS MEKAY YYaCTHUKAMM aHTUTHTJICPOBCKOIN KOATUIIAU

6 Sxoenee H.H. CIIIA n Anurmms Bo Bropoit Muposoii Boitne. M.: Yunenrns, 1961.
C.231.
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TaK;Ke BO3HUKJIM U B OTHOIICHUM BO3MeEIEeHUsi MaTepraibHoro yiiepba Co-
Berckomy Corozy. Kak oTmeyas 1mo aToMy TOBOY B CBOMX BOCIIOMITHAHUSIX
npocaaiennsiii Mapiman LK. JKykos: «I. Tpyman u ocobento Y. Yepunsib
He XOTeJsd, YTOObI B CUET pernapanuii IeMOHTHPOBAINCEH TIPEATIPHUSITUS TSKe-
JioH uHycTpun 3anaaHoit yactu lepmanuns’. [Tocste TSKeTBIX U IITNTETBHBIX
neperoBopoB B [loTcaMe cTpaHbl aHTUTHUTICPOBCKON KOATHIIIH TOTOBOPHU-
JICH BBIBE3TH JIULIb YACTh OOOPYI0BAHUS BOCHHBIX 3aBOJIOB U3 3AIIa/[HBIX 30H
OKKYTIATIHH.

Henpasuibto 6b110 6bi ymMath, yTo Ha [lorcaamckoil kondepeniyu jiu-
ZIepbl CTPaH aHTUTUTIEPOBCKON KOAIUIINU TOJTBKO KOHMJINKTOBATIH MEKIY
coboii. [Ipu pereHny HEKOTOPBIX BaKHBIX [TPOGJIEM UM IIOYTH CPa3dy JKe yia-
Jloch Haiith obmuil g3bik. Kak ormeuan coserckuii ucropuk B.JI. Mcpasnsn
B cBoeil knure: «Kondepennusa cormacumnacs ¢ npeanoxenneMm CoBEeTCKOTO
npasurenberBa o epenade CCCP Kennrcbepra u pueraoiero Kk Hemy paii-
ona — yactu Bocrounoii [Ipyccun. [Ipesunent CIITA u npembep-munuctp Be-
JUKOOPUTAHUH 3asIBUIIN, UTO OHU TOIEPKAT 9TO TPE/JIOKEHIE Ha Oy ayIei
MUPHOI KoH(pepeHTII»S,

Taxxe Ha ITorcmamckoit Berpede mosmtndeckoe pykoBozactBo CIITA n Be-
JMKOOPUTAHUY ellle Pa3 MOAYEPKHYJIO 3aUHTEPECOBAHHOCTb BO BCTYILICHUM
Halreil cTpaHbl B BOWHY ¢ MUJIUTapuCcTCcKoil Anonneir. CtaauH 3aBepuJi, 4TO
Coserckuit Coio3 criesaet 3To, COTIACHO PelleHnsIM, TPUHATHIM ele Ha -
TUHCKOH KOH(MEPEeHIINH.

Moro nokazatscs, 4To, mokuas [lorcaaMckyio kondepennmio, cTpansl
AHTUTUTIEPOBCKOI KOATUIIMN OYAYT CTPEMUTHCS K aKTUBHOMY COTPY/AHITUE-
CTBY Ha MeX/IyHapoHo apene. OfHAaKo y’Ke epBble IPEABOCHHBIC TO/IBI Pe3-
KO 000CTPUJIA B3aUMOOTHOIIIEHUST MEXK/TY €€ OCHOBHBIMU yuacTHUKaMu. Harr
mup mrocste 1945 Toia BCTYIIIT B 9MIOXY «XOJIOTHO BOWHBI», T/I€ BCE OITPeIesi-
JIOCH TIPOTUBOCTOSTHUEM JIBYX CHUCTEM: KalTUTAIN3Ma U COTTMATN3MA.

7 JKyxoe I.K. Boctiomunanust u pasmbiniienust. M.: ATTH, 1969. C. 711.

8 Ucpasnsan B.JI. Jlunmomatus B roasl Boinbl (1941-1945). M.: MexayHapoHbIe
orromenus, 1985. C. 426.



HIOAHCBI AMEPUKAHCKOI ITIOMOIIH CCCP
B XOZE BTOPOU MUPOBOU BOMHbI

Yyaxos /Imumpuii Hzopesuu
(Mockosckuil zocydapcmeeniviil ynugepcumen
umenu M.B. J/lomonocosa)

Jlo araku naructekoit Tepmanuu Ha Coserckuit Coio3 aMepuKaHo-coBeT-
CKM€e OTHOIIEHUS MCIIBITHIBATN 3HAYNTEIbHBIE cI0kHOCTH. [locse cepun mo-
roBopoB rocynapcts [lenrpanbioit u 3amaanoit EBporsr ¢ [uTiepom, a Takke
nakta MosoroBa — Pu66entporna mesxay CCCP u CIIIA Bonapuioch Hemo-
Bepue. B asrycre 1939 1. 6b110 OTKa3aHO B BbIJa4ye paspelieHuii Ha SKCIOPT
MPOU3BOJICTBEHHOTO OOOPYIOBAHUST U CHIPbsl, 3aKasaHHBIX B COEAMHEHHBIX
[IITatax xommanueir AMTOPT (COBETCKOE MPABUTENbCTBEHHOE areHTCTBO TIO
sakynkam B CIITA), 1Ba COBETCKMX BO3MYNIHBIX arTamrie ObLIn OObSIBJIEHBI
[epCOHAMU HOH-TPATA, PAa3JINYHbIE COBETCKUE BOeHHOCay Katue B CoeuHeH-
HbIx [[ITaTax GBI OrPAHUYEHBI B TIEPEABUKEHIH.

Ha moment navasna Besnkoit OredectBennoit Boiinbl B CIIIA cioxnioch
oxoe oruornenue obuiectsa Kk Coserckomy Coiogy, 4To CO34aI0 HEIIOHUMA-
HHUe HeOOXOIMMOCTH BOEHHON MOMOIIM ToTaIuTapHoii crpaHe. C 1esbio u3-
MEHEHUsT IAHHOMW TTOBECTKU TIPOBONIIACH aKTHBHAS paboTa B TPEX HATIpaBJIe-
Husx: pabora co CMU, pabora ¢ BarukanoMm 1 aMepUKaHCKUMU KATOJMKAMU,
a Takke pabora ¢ MOCKBOA.

B neifcTBusIX aMepUKaHCKOW CTOPOHBI Obla CTpOTrasi HAIEJEHHOCTh Ha
3KOHOMUYECKYIO BBITOAY. DTO TOATBEP:KIACTCS JAaHHBIMU Pa3roBopa TOCY-
napctBennoro cekperapst CIITA K. Xamma n amepukanckoro nocia 8 CCCP
JI. Hlrefinrapara.

[Tocne Hauasa onepanuu «Bapbapocca» aMepruKaHCKasi CTOPOHA YIIPOCTH-
Ja mpouenypy aokymentoobopora mexay CIITA u CCCP. [lns cpaBhenus,
3aIpOCHl HA TIOCTABKY U3 BeanmKoOGpUTaHn TOKHBI OBITH COMPOBOKAATHCS
JIOCTATOYHBIM KOJIMYECTBOM JIOKYMEHTOB, TIOATBEPKAAIOININX HEOOXOIUMOCTD
U BO3MOKHOCTBH WCIIOJIb30BAHUS TIOCTABJISIEMBIX TPY30B, CBUIETEIbCTBAMHI,
JIOKa3bIBAOMIMMEI (PUHAHCOBYIO HECITOCOOHOCTD TTOTYUUTh UCKOMYIO OMOIILb
WHBIM 06pa3oM, a Takke nH(popMaIneil, paCKpbIBAIOIIEH COCTOSTHUE 30JI0THIX
u noJnaposbix akTuBoB. D. Py3BessT cornacuiicst Ha cokpaiienue rpadukos
MOCTaBOK TOJIBKO B CJIy4ae OCTPBIX TPOBIEM € TPAHCIOPTUPOBKOI, a TakKe
B CJIyYasiX, KOT/Ia BBITIOMHEHNE 00SI3aTETbCTB MEIIAT0 KPYITHBIM aMepUKaH-
CKVIM OTIEPAIHSIM.

AMepuKaHCKast TIOMOIIIb He GblJIa OCHOBOTIOJIATAOINIEH B IIOCTABKAX COI03-
HUKOB B caMOM cJioskHOM J11st pykoBozcTa CCCP MomenTe Boiinbl. Ocoben-
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HO BasKHbIMU JiJist 1iepuozia kona 1941 r. — navana 1942 r. Gbuiu GpuTaHcKue
MOCTaBKU TAHKOB ¥ aBUAIINI. AMEPUKAHCKUN BKJIAJA B YKa3aHHOE BPEMsT ObLI
HAaMHOTO MeHblle BBUY nefictBuii pykosozactBa CIIIA mocsie Hauama BOHHbI
¢ Amnonneit. Hexotopas amepukanckas TeXHWKa, pepHaznadennas aas Co-
Berckoro Coro3a, 6bia (haKTHUECKU BBITPY/KEHA C TOPTOBBIX CYIOB W MTPEIO-
CTaBJIeHA B PACHIOPSKEHIE aMePUKAHCKIX BOHCK.

Ha cerogasamnnii 1eHb He CJAUTIKOM OCBEIeHa esITeTbHOCTh COTO3HUKOB,
HarpaBJieHHas Ha pa3sutue npousBozictsa BHyTpu CCCP. AMmepukaniiamu
1 OpUTaHIaMu OBITO TOCTABIEHO 3HAYMTENHHOE KOJMIECTBO CTAHKOB U ChI-
Pbsl, HAITPUMED ATFOMIHUS U PESUHDI, IJIs1 TOTO YTOOBI TOMOYb COBETCKOI MTPO-
MBIIIIEHHOCTH BCTATh HA HOTH.

Jlornka «06poil BOJM» JIEHI-JIN3a B OMPEIeeHHON Mepe Gbla MpO/IHK-
toBana coobpaxkenusmu @D. Pyspessra, onacasierocsi, uto CCCP, Bepuys
3aXBavyeHHbIe TEPPUTOPUH Ha 3arajie CTPAHbI, MOKET 3aKJIIOUNTD ¢ [epmani-
eit cemapatubiit Mup cpoguu bpect-JlutoBckomy norosopy 1918 r. K 1942—
1943 tr. cramo ovyeBuaHo, uTo CoBerckuit Coto3 3aHUMAET JOMUHUPYIOTIEE
MOJIOKEHUE U SBJISIETCST PEIMIAOIINM (BaKTOPOM, CIIOCOOCTBYIONIUM PasrPOMy
Haiu3ma B EBpore.

B orsmune ot 6putatrckoro ciydast, Coenutenubie [1ITaThl He MHITATICH
ydactBoBarh B akoHomuueckoM npunysxkiaennn CCCP. CHIA ne Tonbko He
370yTOTPEOIISITN OTHOIIEHUSIMA, HO W TIPEIOCTABISITA COBETCKOH CTOpPOHE
oco6eiit Bu momotiy. [IpesueHT Py3Besbr OTBEPT MPEITIONOKEHNS O TOM,
yto Coemmuennnle IIITaThl TOMKHBI ¢ OCTOPOKHOCTBIO OTHOCUTLCS K COBET-
CKUM HaMEPEHUSM U HCIOJb30BaTh COBETCKYIO 3aBUCHMOCTDH OT JICH-JTH3a
17151 bopMUpOBaHuUs MocsieBoeHHoro nopsizka B uatepecax CIITA. /laxe mociie
Terepatickoii kKondepeniuu 1 oTKpbITHs BTOporo (hponrta @. Pyssesnsr cuen
CJIMIITKOM YOBITOYHBIM IIJIaH TI0 9KOHOMUYeckomy Boszeictsuio Ha CCCP.

Jlen1-m3 urpas Ba)KHEHUITYIO POJb B COBETCKUX BOEHHBIX YCUJIUAX, He-
CMOTpSI Ha MacCOBOE PACIIUPEHNE COBETCKON ITPOMBINIJICHHOCTU U ee MHIY-
cTpuasbHOE BoccTaHoBeHue. Tak, 3apyOesKHbII HMIIOPT 06€CIIeYNIT 10 OHOM
YeTBEPTH MOCTABOK CaMOJICTOB 1 /IO OJTHOM TIATON TTOCTaBOK TaHKOB B 1942 1.

[Tpomsiniernast Motb Coserckoro Cotosza, TOMHOKEHHasT Ha 0cOOBIE reo-
rpacdudeckue U KINMaTHIeCKUe YCAOBU, TPUBEJIA K NHOH TTO3UIINNA B OTHO-
MIEHUH JIEH-/Tn3a, oTinaHoi oT 6puranckoit. CCCP mpusHaBar CBOU HYK/IbI
u c1abocTH, HO B TO 5Ke BpeMsl 4yBCTBOBaJI ceOst GoJiee He3aBUCHMBIM B CBOMX
BOCHHBIX BOBMOKHOCTSX.

CoBeTcKasi CTOPOHA TPUYMEHbIIANA POJib WHOCTPAHHOU ITOMOIIIH
B obecriedenuu obuiell nobeast. O6 atom cBuzerenbcTBoBai ocoi CIITA
B CCCP V. Crananm, Tekct kotoporo B 1943 1. 1osiro He XoTesa mponycKarth
oredecTBeHHas 1eH3ypa. To ke camoe HabJIOAAIOCH KaK MocJe moGe/bl, Tak
U B He/laBHEH MCTOPUH.

Amepukanckas Hota ot 12 mast 1945 1. 0 mpekpaiieHnu JeH-u3a He Oblia
HampasJeHa nuckmountensHo mpotns Coserckoro Coro3a, a Takke He ObLTa
COBEPIIEHHON HEOKUIAHHOCTBIO [IJIsI COBETCKOTO PYKOBOICTBA. B TO ske Bpemst
apmunnctpaiusg CIITA tak nan nHaue CIpOBONMPOBAJIA MEPBBIN CEPHE3HBIN
KOHMIUKT ¢ MOCKBOI B IEPHOJT BOWHBI.



BBIXO/IITbI U3 HAPOJIA B TAPTUITHOM PYKOBOJICTBE
B T'O/Ibl BOITHBI (HA IPUMEPE IIEPBOTO CEKPETAPSI
SIPOCJIABCKOTO OBKOMA 1 TOPKOMA BKII(6)
A.H. JAPIOHOBA)

Illanuna Oavea Huxonaesna, x.u.m.
(Tocyoapcmeennviii apxus Apocaasckoil obracmu —
Lenmp doxymenmauuu nogetiueti UCmopun)

Anexceit Hukomaesua Jlapuonos poaniics B aBrycte 1907 roxa B 1. Ipu-
GaHnxa ApXaHTeJIbCKON IybepHun B GeIHON KPeCThTHCKON ceMbe. OKOHUMII
nByxknaccuoe yumiauiie (1916—-1921), aBa roga JIeHMHTPAICKOTO 3209HOTO
koMBYy3a (1929-1932), nBa rosa MOATOTOBUTENBHOTO OT/eeHus JIeHnHTpa-
CKOTO MHCTUTYTA KpacHol mpodeccypsl (1932—1933), Tpu Kypca HCTOPUKO-
MapTURHOTO OT/eseHus: JIEHMHTPaZickoro MHCTUTYTAa KpacHoi 1podeccypbl
(1935-1938).

M3HauanbHO paboTai Ha pasHbIX 0TX0xkMX 3apaborkax. C 1925 roga Obia
MOGUIN30BaH HAa PYKOBOISAIIYI0 KOMCOMOJBCKYIO paGoTy: CHavyama CeKpe-
TapeM BOJIOCTHOTO KoMuTeTa koMcomosia B Oneskckoit u YekyeBckoil BoJso-
crax OHexckoro yesga ApxaHrenbckoii ryGeprun (1925-1927), sarem -
CTPYKTOPOM, 3aB. arUTIIPOTIOM U cekpeTapeM OHEKCKOTO YKOMa KOMCOMOJIA
(1927-1929). C 1929 no 1932 r. cayxun B Kpacnoit Apmun B Jlenunrpas-
CKOI OKPY>KHOM ITKOJIe TTIOTPAHOXPAHbL. YUacTBOBAJI B ITPOBE/IEHUN TIOJUTUKI
pacKyJlaunBaHUs 1 TTOIaBJIECHUS KPECThIHCKIX BOCCTAHMI B 3akaBKasbe. 3a
yaapHyio paboty u yuedy 6b11 12 pas mpeMupoBaH IEHHBIMU MOAAPKAM.

C 1933 roza Ha pyKOBOJIIEil HapTHITHOI paboTe: 3aMeCTUTEIb HaYa/Ib-
nuka nosjuroraena (1933-1935), samectutesb AUpEKTOpa MO MOJUTHYE-
ckoit wactu (1935) Kpsikenosbekoiit MTC Bunnuikoii obmactu (YCCP).
C 1938 roza B 1. dpociasie: 1. 0. TPEThEro cekperaps SIpocaaBckoro 06Ko-
ma BKII(6) (1938—-1940), Bropoii cexperaps Spociaasckoro oo6xoma BKIT(6)
(1940—-1942), niepssiii cekperapb SIpocaasekoro o6koma u ropkoma BKII(6)
(1942-1946). C 1942 1o 1944 rox Taxke ObLI npeaceaaTesieM SpociaBckoro
FOPOICKOTO KOMHUTETa 0O0POHBI'.

A.H. JIapnoHOB BO3TJIaBUJI TOPOJI U 00JIACTH B CJIOKHOE BOEHHOE BPEMSI,
obecrieynsl BBIMOJIHEHNE TIPEANPUATUAME 3a[JaHuil 110 BBINYCKY OBOPOH-
HOW TPOAYKITNH, YCIENIHO PENT BOTIPOCHI GecrepeboitHoro obecmeueHust

! Tentp moxymenrtanuu Hoseiimeil ucropun locymapcTBenHoro apxmsa Spo-
cnasckoit obmactu (ITHW TASIO). @. 272. Om. 35. /1. 7598. JI. 1-4.
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(dbponTa Goernpuiiacamu 1 060PYAOBaHKEM, IPUEMa 9BAKYMPOBAHHBIX, a TaK-
K€ BOIIPOCHI, CBA3aHHBIE CO CTPOUTENLCTBOM YTIMYCKON 1 Ppiounckoit TAC.
Ha done Boennoit 3umbl 1942 rona, Korja Bce OCHOBHBIE PECYPChI U TIePCOHAT
OBITN 9BaKyMPOBaHBI Ha BOCTOK, OBLT 3armyiieH BTOPoil arperat PoIOMHCKOM
I'9C. B ycnoBusx He3aKOHUEHHOTO CTPOUTENbCTBA cTaHIus 3a 1942 rox BbI-
noJsiHm A 1an Ha 142,6 %, maB 3a aBa roga 1420 murH KBT s1eKTpOHEPrHH.
ITo obaactu 6bLT IPOBEAEH COOP CPEACTB HA TaHKOBYIO KosoHHy «MBan Cy-
CaHWH», 32 4TO JIAPMOHOB MOJYYNIT TUYHYIO TelerpaMMy ¢ G1aroapHOCThIO
ot N.B. Cranuna®.

B cesbekoM x03siicTBe TIO PYKOBOACTBOM JlaproHoBa G0 06ecedeHo
BBIIIOJIHEHUE ILJIAHOB XJ1€003ar0TOBOK, B3ST KYPC Ha Pa3sBUTUE TIOACOOHBIX XO-
3AUCTB B TOPOACKOIL uepre. Tak, moce coopa yposxkas 1943 roga ¢ moacobHbIX
XO3STHCTB ropo/a ObLIa TTIPOBEIEHA TOPOACKAS CETbCKOXO3SIHCTBEHHAST BHICTAB-
ka. [To uToram BBICTABKYM TOPKOM MPUHSIT TIOCTAHOBJIEHIE O HEOOXOAUMOCTH
HOOIIPEHHsT ¥ TIPEMUPOBAHUs Jydmux pabounx xossicrs’. Caenyer orme-
TUTb, YTO MOAOOHBIE BBICTABKU CTAIN TPAAMIINOHHBIMU U TTIOBOJIIINCDH €lIle
B 1944 u 1945 rozax.

BoLn poBeieHbI MEPOTIPUSITHS TI0 6JIaroycTpoiicTBY roposa SIpociasis.
Hauaso BOWHBI COBIIAIO ¢ pa3BepPThIBAHUEM B rOpojie PabOT 110 KanuTaabHO-
MY PEMOHTY KUI0TO hoHaa. Bee HauaThie 06BEKTHI OBLIH OTPEMOHTHPOBAHBI,
B pesyJbraTe ObLI0 Toy4deHo 175 KBaapaTHBIX METPOB JOIOJHUTENbHOMN K-
Jioii mrotaau’. 3HAYNMOCTD STUX OTPAHWYEHHBIX YCIIEXOB BHIPACTAET B He-
CKOJIBKO Pas, €/ y4ecTh TOT (haKT, YTO Bee 9TO ObLIO CAENAHO B YCIOBUSIX,
KoT/[a JINHYS (DPOHTA MAKCUMAJTBbHO OJU3KO TIOAXOANIA K Teppuropun Spo-
CTABCKO# 061aCTH.

[TomuMo mocTaHOBIEHUH 00s3aTeIbHOTO XapakTepa ropkoM BKII(6) mpu-
MEHSLJI TPAUITMOHHBIE MTOOIIPUTEIbHbIE U aruTanronubie Mepol. C 1 ampers
1943 roma 6bLTO ycTaHOBIEHO Tepexosiiee KpacHoe 3HaMsI TOpPKOMa U TOP-
HCIIOJIKOMA JIJIs PalfOHOB TOPO/Ia 3a JIy4IINe ToKa3aTeJn 0 PEMOHTY SKUJIHII
1 6JIaroycTpoRcTBY?, GBI 3ayMaHbl U TIPOBEIEHBI aTHTAITIOHHO-MaCCOBbIE
MEPOTIPUSTHS TI0 I[eXaM ¥ JoMOoyIpaBjieHusiM®. Pe3ysbraTsl He 3acTaBUIN
cebst JKIaTh.

ITo uroram 1944 roga nian peMOHTa JKUJIBIX JIOMOB ObLI BBIIIOJHEH Ha
117,5 %; 6bLIO MPOMOKEHO 8 KM TEIIOBOTO TPYOOTIPOBO/A, TEMIOMHUIINPO-
BaHo 28 3panuii (4T0 0CBOOOAMIIO TOPOJ OT 3aroTOBKU U 3aBo3a 60,0 Thicsu
KyOOMETpPOB POB); OblJIa 3HAUNTETHHO PACIIMpeHa ILIOMab achaabroBOTO
HOKPBITHST; BhicaxkeHo 9 928 nepesbes 1 23 536 kycros. B niesiom o6bem Karm-
TAJIOBJIOKEHUH B JKUJINIITHO-KOMMYHAJIbHOE X03s#cTBO B 1944 roxy BHiepBbIe
3a TO/IbI BOWHBI IPUOJIUBUIICS K JIOBOCHHOMY YPOBHIO'.

2 IIJAHW TASO. @. 272. On. 224. 1. 573. J1. 7.

3 Tam xe. . 273. Omn. 68. [1. 736. JI. 116, 121; 1. 737. JI. 119.
4 Tam xe. J1. 672. JI. 168.

5 Tam xe. /1. 800. JI. 192.

6 Tam xe. JI. 318-320.

7 Tam xe. JI. 861. JI. 80—82.
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B 1944 romy 3a 75 mHell METOZOM HAPOJHOI CTPOWKEU OBLIAa MOCTPOE-
Ha HoBast KoTtopocabHast HabepeskHast. B crpoutenbcTBe HabepeskHOIM mpu-
HUMaJM aKTUBHOE y4acThe Bce TpyAsiuecss Spociasisi, KOTOpblE MIJIN
Ha CTPOMKY, KaK Ha OOJIbIION HAPOAHBIN MPasJHUK, U OTpaboTaju Ha HeEi
120 000 uenoBeko-HEHS.

B BoeHHBIE TOIBI B TOPO/IE GBI OTKPBITHI TPH HOBBIX BBICITHX YU€OHBIX
3aBefieHnsT (MEMUIMHCKUHN, TEeXHUYECKU U CeJbCKOXO3SMCTBEHHBIN WH-
crutyThl). Ha Mecto pexTopa SpociaBCKOro MeTWHCTUTYTa OBLIT MPUTTIA-
men B.I. Epmoutaes, riaBa kadepsl oTopruHOIApUHTOIOTHN AjTMa- ATHHCKO-
TO YHUBEPCHUTETa W 3aMecTuTesb MuHucTpa 31paBooxpaneHust Kasaxckoit
CCP. Ha moment otkpnITua [ocynapcTBeHHOTO MEAIMIIMHCKOTO MHCTUTYTA
(1944 ron) B Hero nmoctynuao Ha odyuerue 998 cTyaeHTOB.

ApocraBckuil TEXHOTOTHYECKUH MHCTUTYT PE3MHOBOH MTPOMBINIIIEHHOCTH
ObL1 Takke cosgad B 1944 roxy. Habop cryzentoB mpoxomua Ha 2 dakyib-
Tera — TeXHOJOTMYECKUI 1 MexaHumdeckuil u coctaBui 150 ugesnosek. /lu-
pekTopoM mHcTHTYTa cTaa E.B. Muryauh, 1o sToro paGotaBIIUil MHIKEHE-
poM SIpocIaBcKoro pesnHo-achecToBOro KOMOMHATA, TJIABHBIM SHEPIeTUKOM
fApocraBckoro MUHHOTO 3aBOJIA.

Takum 06pa3oM, HECMOTPsI Ha CEPbE3HBIE TPYIHOCTU BOMHBI, HAJIETBI BPa-
JKeCKOi aBranuu (TOJIbKO 3a OKTA0ph 1941 roga Ha ropos OBLIO COBEPLIEHO
6osiee 100 aBuanaieToB), HEOCPEACTBEHHYIO OIM30CTh GpoHTa, T. SIpociaBib
He MMeJT 32 TOJBI BOIHBI CEPbe3HBIX MPOOIEM HU C MTUTAHUEM TPYISIITIXCS,
HU C YIOBJIETBOPEHUEM UX KYJIBTYPHO-OBITOBBIX 3a11pOCOB. CaMbIM TSIKETbIM
BpeMeHeM [T SIPOCTaBIeB (Kak U JJi BCEH CTPaHBI B I[EJIOM) CTaJM OCEHb
1941 r. — 3uma—sBecna 1942 t., Kora Bo3HUKaIH 11epebOr ¢ TIOCTABKO# xyreba
U TPYZHOCTH C 3aTOTOBKON TOILTIBA, HO 13 3TOI CUTYaIlNU BCe-TaKW YAAJI0Ch
BBIUTHU C HAMMEHBIITMMHU TTOTEPSIMHU 32 CYET JKECTKOTO PACIIPEIeIeHUsT TIPOLY K-
TOB MUTAHWS U Pa3BUTHUS MOACOOHBIX XO3STHCTB.

Jlst ipumepa, B 1941 rogy ¢ 10acoGHBIX X03s1iiCTB ropojia 66110 cOOPaHO
4071 nentHepa xKaprodens u oBoilelt, a B 1944 rony — 28 769°. bBrina B3s-
Ta MO/ KECTKUI KOHTPOJIb U TI0 BOBMOXKHOCTH HaJTaKeHa PaboTa CTOJOBBIX.
B 1944 romy m3 nposxuBatomux B dpociasie 278 854 yenoBek 123 Thicsun
00CITYKUBAJINCEH B CTOJIOBBIX TOPO/IA; TIOMUMO 3TOTO, 36 TBHIC. yIAIIUXCS €xKe-
JHeBHO mosydann 50-rpammosbie Oynouku u 10 rpammos caxapa'. TTomumo
9TOTO, 3a TOJbI BOWHBI JKUTEJISIMHU 00J1acTi OBbLIO OTIIpaBieHO 144 Thic. TOHH
Pa3IUYHBIX TPOAYKTOB B OJIOKaAHBIN JIeHIHTpaI.

Koneuno, Bce mpoBoumMbie Meporpusatust (1 006 9TOM He pa3 yIHOMUHATIO
U TMapTUHHOE PYKOBOJCTBO) TIOJTHOCTBIO HE YIOBJIETBOPSIIN, a U HE MOTJN
YIOBJIETBOPUTD, YUNTHIBAsE BOEHHOE BPEMsl, MOTPEOHOCTEN sKUTeNeit, 0IHAKO
CO3/1aJTi TIPUTOJIHBIE [IJIsT HOPMAJTBbHON JKU3HU yeaoBust. M1 ocobeHHO BBIat0-
HMIAMCS SBJISIETCST TOT (haKT, 4TO B TAKMeE TsKEJIEHIINe ro/ibl HAPTHITHOE PYKO-

8 Tam xxe. D. 272. Om. 224. J1. 1646. JI. 16.
9 Tam xe. Om. 68. [1. 855. JI. 41.
10 Tam xe. JI. 43—44.
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BOJICTBO MHTEPECOBAIM HE TOJBKO BOIIPOCHI IPOMUTAHKS, HO U OJIaroycTpoii-
CTBa ropoja.

3a ycIlenrHoe BBITTOJIHEHNE TIPABUTEIbCTBEHHBIX 3a/IaHUI B BOEHHOE Bpe-
mst A.H. JlaproHoB Obl1 HarpaxiaeH Tpemst opaeHamu Tpymosoro Kpacroro
Suamenn (1942, 1944, 1944), opnenom OtedecTBeHHOl BOIHBI | cTernenu
(1945), opnenom Jlennna (1945). ITokuny. moct B aBrycte 1946 roga B cBsisu
¢ Ha3HaYeHueM Ha paboTy Ha JOJBKHOCTD 3aBeyiomiero OTaeIoM KaipoB map-
TUIHBIX OpraHoB Yipasienus kaapos [[IK BKII(6).

B 3akioueHue XoTenoch 6bl OTMETHUTD, YTO KIMEHHO OJ1arofapst pe3oJonm-
sam JlapnoHoBa ¢ TIOMETKOH «COXPAHUTD B apXUBE» Ha JOKYMEHTaX BOCHHOTO
BpeMeHU MbI Ha cerofHsAmHuil neub nmeeM B doupax [I/ITHUM TAAO orpom-
HBIIT MaccuB OECIEHHBIX MCTOUYHWKOB M0 ucTopuu Besmkoit OTevyecTBeHHOMN
BOIHBI.



YUYPEKJIEHUS HAPKOMATA 9JEKTPOCTAHIIUIT CCCP
HAKAHYHE U B HAYAJIE BEJIUKOY OTEYECTBEHHOI BOITHBI
(mo roxymentam PT'A B 1. Camape)

Ilaponun /Imumpuii Anamo.svesuu
(Poccuiickuii zocydapcmeennvlil apxus 6 2. Camape)

K Hacrosiiiiemy BpeMeHH HCTOPHUS SHEPreTUKM BOEHHBIX JIET MOJIyYUsIa
pa3paboTKy B BOCTIOMHHAHWSIX JHEPTETUKOB, B WX TOCTEAYIONNX paboTax,
a TaK)Ke B MCCJIeJOBAHUSIX TIPO(PECCUOHANBHBIX HCTOPUKOB, T/I€ PACCMATPUBA-
Jlach Kak HeoTheMJeMas JacTh nctopun Hayku'. HemoctaTouHo ocBereHHoM
B UCTOpUU dHepreTuku nepuoaa Beankoit OTeuecTBEHHON BOWHBI MTPE/ICTAB-
JITETCST IEATENHHOCTD PabOTABINX B OOJTACTH AIEKTPUGDUKAIINN U COOPYIKe-
HUM KPYITHBIX TEIJI0AJIEKTPOCTaHIINIT opranudaiuii Hapkomara ajekTpocran-
it CCCP, B wactHoctn COT03HOTO TpecTa 1O MPOEKTUPOBAHUIO TETLIOBBIX
JIEKTPUYECKUX CTAHIIMN U AJIEKTPO- U TerioceTell « TennoaiekTponpoeKTs,
TocymapcTBeHHOTO TpecTa 1O OPTAaHU3AIUU W PAMOHAIN3AINH PAHOHHBIX
astektpocraniiuii u cereii «OPTPIC» u Bceecoo3Horo TerioTexHu4eckoro
nncrutyta umenn @.3. /[3epxuHckoro. JlokyMeHTbl 9TUX yUPeKIEHN, TPeji-
CTaBJIEHHbIE TOJIOBBIMU OTYETAMU 110 OCHOBHOW U TIPOU3BOJICTBEHHON [esi-
TeJTBHOCTH 1 UCCIEIOBATETLCKUMHU OTYETAMHU, MOTYT JIOTTOJTHUTD KaK NCTOPHIO
CaMUX YUPEKAEHUN, TAK 1 SHEPTETUKU B 11E€JIOM.

Tpect «TemmoameKTPOIPOEKT> KaK CaMOCTOSTETbHAsS TPOEKTHAS Op-
ranusanuy obpasosascsa B 1932 r. B nepeuenb ero paboT BXOIMIO MPOEK-
TUPOBaHNE 3JaHWH TEIJI0JEeKTPOCTAHTINH, (DYHAAMEHTOB TOJ TeHepaTo-
PBbI, YCTPOICTB 30JI0yaIeHUs, aBTOMATUKU, JIUHUU dJIEKTpOIepeaayd u T. 1.

! Poccus anexrpuueckas / oz pex. [1.C. Henmoposkuero, B.B. Exxxosa, B.IO. Cre-
Kk710Ba, M., 1975; Dnexrpudukaris Poccnn: BocrmoMuHaHMs cTapeiimx sHEPTETHKOB /
cocr. JI.I. Kornnesckuii, A.M. Mapunos. M., 1984; Mapunos A.M., Munvkos M.A. Diek-
tpudukaus Ypaia // 60 jger nenunckoro mnana TODJIPO / nox o6l pen. I1.C. He-
noposkuero. M., 1980. C. 260-270; sKumepun /I.I. Pazsutue snepreruku CCCP. M;
JI., 1960; @naxcepman FO.H. Ternosnepretnka CCCP. 1921-1980. M., 1985; Bxuan
BTU 8 [Mobeny B Bemnkoii OrevecrBennoit Boitne 1941-1945 rr. / cocr. B.W. Tpewm-
60Bais. M., 2010; Moii uncrturyT — Mo cyabba (Mcropuyeckas XpoHuka): Beepocenii-
CKUII TEIVIOTEXHUYECKUI Hay4yHO-UccIejoBaTe/bekiil nnetutyT / coct. b.4 Kpiokosa,
FO.41. Kyckossa, mox o6, pex. I.T. Omnbxosekoro. M., 2011; Ipaxuna 3.1. Yuenbie Poc-
cun B roipl Bestnkoit OtevectBennoit Boitubl. 1941-1945. M., 2000; IIpocset. Mcropus
CTAHOBJIEHUS 1 Pa3BUTHSI yparbcKoi sHeprocucteMbl B 1920—1950-¢ rr. / 1. JIumosiie-
Ba, M. Muxees, H. Menbrukos, A. Caparysiosa. Exarepunoypr, 2017.
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B nagame 1930-x rr. momumo pacnoJiarasuierocss B MockBe ylpaBieHns
1 MOCKOBCKOTO OT/IeIeHsI, OH UMeJT oT/esenns B Jlennnrpaae n XapbKose,
a HakanyHe Benukoit OteyectBennoii Boitnel — B Kuese, Poctose u Cepji-
sgoBcke®. Ilo Mepe yBesmueHHs uymnciaa IMPOEKTHPOBABIINXCSA B CTpaHe Te-
TIJI03JIEKTPOCTAHIINN YBETUINBAJICS €T0 TITaT, HACUNTHIBABIINI Ha SHBaph
1941 1. Gosiee 3 THIC. MHKEHEPOB, TEXHUKOB, aIMUHUCTPATHBHOTO U 06CIY-
JKHBAIOIIETO MepCcoHaa.

B umciie 3ampoeKTHPOBAHHBIX TPECTOM B TIPEBOEHHbBIE TOABI OOBEKTOB
OblIM KpyIHEe TeroanekTpoctaninnu IleHrpanpHoro paiiona, Ypaia
U Ipyrux pernoHoB: Spocsasckas, Kusemosckas, 3yesckas, KypaxoBckas
n muorue apyrue 'POC n TIIl. Kak mpasuio, B T0BOEHHBIE TOALI CPOKU
MPOEKTUPOBAHUS U CTPOUTEJNBCTBA TEILJIOAJIEKTPOCTAHIINI COCTABJISIN TO-
psanka 4 jget. OHAKO B CBSI3W C YCKOPEHUEM MHAYCTPUAIU3AINU B TOJBI Tpe-
Thell MATHIETKH, «O0PHOOH ¢ M3IUIIECTBAMI» B SHEPTETUKE U CO3MaHNEM
KOMIIIEKCHBIX MTPOEKTHBIX GPUTa/I, HEMOCPEACTBEHHO BBIE3KABIINX HA MECTO
CTPOUTEILCTBA, BPeMs IPOCKTUPOBAHIS U KOHEYHOTO CTPOUTENLCTBA TEILIO-
3JIEKTPOCTAHITUH CTATO COKPAIIATHCA.

B nepBblil To BOWHBI B CBSI3W C TPUOIMKEHUEM JUHUKA (BPOHTA OBLIN
sukBuanposansl Kuesckoe n PocroBckoe oTjenenusa Tpecta. XapbKOBCKOE
oTziesieHne aBakynpoBaioch B AxtioouHck (Kasaxcran), Jlennnrpanackoe —
B Kpacuospck (Cubups), a MoCKOBCKOE OTe/IeHIe BMecTe ¢ YIIpaBIeHueM —
B Tpounx (Ypar). B pesyasrare na 1942 1. uncienHocTs TpecTa COCTaBJIS-
sa okosio 1,5 Toic. yesoBek®. [Tocse aBakyaiuu yciaoBust Tpyjia COTPYIHUKOB
VXYIIIWJINCh. YIIPAaBJIEHUE TPECTa HE PACIOJIATajo yIOBJIETBOPUTEIbHBIM
[POU3BOACTBEHHBIM [OMEICHUEM, MeOEIbI0 U JI0CTATOYHBIM KOJMYECTBOM
OCBETUTETHLHBIX TPUGOPOB.

OcHOBHBIE 33J]auM TPOEKTUPOBAHUS BBITIOJIHSIN 3aPEKOMEH/IOBABIITHIE
cebs1 10 BOIHBI GpUrabl YUCAEHHOCTBIO 10 50 4eIoBeK, HAXOAUBIIMECs Ha
obbekTax. Bmecto 3-cTagnitHOTO TPOEKTHPOBAHIIST: COCTABIEHHSI TPOEKTHOTO
3aJlaHus], TEXHUYECKNX U PabounX depTeskeil — HEMOCPEACTBEHHO Ha CTPOU-
TEJbHBIX [JIOMAAKAX UMHU CPa3y U3roTaBiuBaiuch pabodue yeprexku. B pe-
3yJIbTaTe CPOKU TIPOEKTUPOBAHUS U CTPOUTETHCTBA OBLIH C:KaThl 10 1 roma
U HECKOJIBKUX MECSITIEB.

Kpome Toro, 3a c4er ynpouieHus: apXuTeKTypbl, COKPAIIEHUS TTOACOOHBIX
MOMETIEHN T, SKOHOMIY OETOHA, aDMATYPBI, IIEMEHTA U TIPOUNX CTPOUTETHHBIX
MaTepUaIoB 3HAYUTEJNBHO YAENIEBJSIACH CTOUMOCTh cTaHIuil. CTOMMOCTDb
YCIOBHOM CcTaHIMU MOTTHOCTHIO 50 MBT B TO/1BI BOWHBI COKpAIIAIACH TTOYTH
BzBo€: ¢ 85 1m0 45 muH py6.! B 11es10M TOMBKO B TIepBbie 2 To1a BOWHBI MPO-
EKTHBIMU OPUTAAMU TPECTA B CPOK GBI BBITIOJHEHBI HEOOXOAUMBbIE paboune
YepTEKU 110 PACIIMPEHUIO U CTPOUTENhCTBY Uessabunckoii, KpacHoropcekoi,

2 Poccutiickuii rocynapersennbiii apxus (PTA) B r. Camape. @. P-272. Om. 9-6.
1.1,2,3,5,20; On. 14-6. [T. 3.

3 Tam xe. [1. 12. JI. 46.

4 Tam xe. D. P-272. On. 9-6. /1. 12. JI. 59.
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Besbivstrckoit u apyrux TPIC u TIII, 3a uTO COTPYAHUKHU TpecTa ObLIN TIpe-
MUPOBAHbI U MOJIYYKU/IN ucbMernble OrarogapHoct HKOC CCCP2.

Baknble 3aaun B 00J1aCTH 9HEPTeTUKU CTOSIM Tiepel BeecowosHbiM Te-
MIOTEXHUYECKUM HHCTUTYTOM. HakaHyHe BOIHBI OH SBJISJICS BEAYIIUM dHEP-
TETUYECKUM HCCIEIOBATETbCKUM TEHTPOM, MMeN CTabuIbHOEe (hUHAHCHPO-
BaHUeE U PACIIoJIaraj MTaTOM KBaTH(UIMPOBAHHBIX COTPYAHUKOB. B mepBoit
nosioBune 1941 r. nesarenpHocts BTU nipoTekasna coryiacHO yTBEP:KIAEHHOMY
TJIaHy ¥ 3aKJI0Yanach B BBICBOGOKIEHUH IEHHOTO TOTLINBA B SHEPTETHKE 32
CUeT MCI0JIb30BAHUSI MECTHBIX BU/IOB TOIINBA, B TOBbIIIEHIH 9((HEKTUBHO-
CTH W HaJIE)KHOCTH SKCIIIyaTAlln! TETI0OIHEPTeTIHYECKOTO 000PYI0BaHNUs, BO
BHE/[PEHUN B 9HEPTeTHUKY 1apa BICOKKX JIABJIEHUIl, CPE/ICTB AaBTOMATUKHU 1 B
psizie ApyTHX pabor.

Boiina BHeca B ero eaTeIbHOCTD cepbe3Hble KOPPeKTUBLL B niosne 1941 1.
¢ yuactieM cotpyaankoB BTU 6butn ccopMupoBaHbl KOMILIEKCHBIE OpHTa-
JIbl, HATIpaBJIeHHbIE Ha dJieKTpocTanny Boponeska, Caparosa, baky u apyrue
PETHOHBI CTPAHBI, T/IE OHU MTPOBOIIIN Pa3spabOTaHHbIE MEPHI CBETOMACKIUPOB-
KU TEIIOdJIEKTPOCTAHIII®, Yike ¢ okTsi6pst 1941 . MHCTUTYT CTaJl TOTOBUTH-
ca k aBakyarun B Kemeposo (3amagnas Cubups). IIltaT ero coTpyaIHUKOB
cokparuzucsa ¢ 640 1o 162 genosek. Tem He MeHee OCHOBHOH KBaIu(UKAIIU-
OHHBIN coctaB — 157 desoBek, BKoYast 34 JOKTOPA M KaH/UATa TeXHUYe-
CKMX HayK, ObL1 coxpaneH. B okrsibpe—nosi6pe Bmecte ¢ corpyaaukamu BT
U WIeHAMH UX ceMell B 6 BaroHax aBaKynpoBajach M3MepHUTeIbHAs armiapa-
Typa, 060pyI0BaHKe HEKOTOPBIX JTAGOPATOPU, YacTh OUOIMOTEKY U TEXHIYE-
ckuii apxus. ITocie sBakyaiuu yacThb coTpyaaukos BTH Gblia pasMernena 3a
cuet ;kusuntHOTo (hoHma MectHolt [PIC, a yacThb — 3a cueT ropojickoro (ona
U Ty TeM TIO/ICETIeHUS K JKUTEJISIM TOPOJIA.

Hermpocroii 6blia cuTyaiiyst ¢ aAMUHUCTPATUBHBIM 3anuem. [locie Tedie-
rpamMbl 3amectutens npezacenatess CHK CCCP M.T. [TepByxuHa MeCTHBII
ropuctogakoM mpenoctaBus BTU 4 kBapTUPBI JKUJIOTO IOMA U HEJTOCTPOEH-
HOE 3/1aHNe JICTCKUX sScJiell, B KOTOPOM TIPE/ICTOSIO TPOBECTH KOMMYHUKAITUN
U [IPOU3BECTU OTHEIOYHbe PaboThl. B Havajie BOWHBI BILUIOTH 0 PEaBaKya-
uu B 1943 1. 6puragpr BTU npunsaau yyactre B Hamagke o00pyAoBaHUs Ha
Cpenneypanbckoii, Eropimackoit, Kuzenosckoii, CapaToBcKo#, 3akaMCKO,
Youmckoit, Hosocubupckoit u Kemeposckoit TPOC u TIII. Ha mromanke
Kpacroropckoit TOIL oHM cHpoeKTHpPOBaIU He TPEOYIONHNE METAIIOEMKIX
6apabaHOB MPSMOTOYHBIE KOTJIBI W TIPOBEJIW APYTHE BaskKHbIE MPOEKTHBIE
paboThI’.

He MeHee BaskHbIE 331a91 B Pa3BUTHI 9HEPTETHKN Ypasa ¥ MPUJIETAIONINX
K HEMY PErMOHOB BBITIONHSA co3faHubIil B 1933 1. Tpect «OPTPICs, aBakyn-
poBanubiii B 1941 r. B CBepaioBek. COTPYAIHUKY TPeCTa 3aHUMAJTICH ITYCKOM
1 HAJIA/IKOH 2JIEKTPOCTAHINI, OpraHu3alueil nX peMOHTa, HAJAIKOW 3aIUTh
JIUHUHT 3JIeKTpoIiepe/iad M MOACTAHIINN. B TOIbI BOWHBI B YCIOBUSX TOTLIHB-

5 Tawm xe. [1. 14. JI. 66—66 06.
6 Tam xe. D. P-277. On. 1—1. [I. 1437, 1438.
7 Tam xe. Om. 2—-6. J1. 321.
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HOTO lepuiiuta COTPYAAHUKU TpecTa BMecTe ¢ cotpynuukamu BTU npunsmmn
y4acTHe B MepeBojie TETIOAIEKTPOCTAHIINI Ha MECTHOE TOILIIMBO, BHICBOOO-
JIUB TeM caMbiM OoJiee IeHHbIe KOKCYIOIMECs YU [ METAJLILyPriYecKux
3aBOJIOB®, a TaksKe paspaboTaI METO/ PEMOHTA JIMHUN 3JIEKTPOIepenad moj
HanpsiKeHueM 6e3 OTKIIIOYEH s IIPEAIPUATUN 0O0POHHOI TIPOMBIIIICHHOCTH
OT CeTH.

Takum 06pa3oM, KpaTkasi PEKOHCTPYKIMs: uctopun yupesxaennii HKOC
CCCP B nauaze Boiinbl o jokymentam PTA B r. Camape CBUIETEBCTBYET
0 TOM, 4TO, HECMOTPsI Ha 9BAKYAIMIO, IOTEPIO IPOU3BOACTBEHHOU 6a3bl, CO-
KpallleHre Mmrata i GBITOBBIE CIOKHOCTH, OHU CMOTJIN YCIENTHO TIEPECTPOUTH
CBOIO [IESITEILHOCTD, BHECST BKJIAJ B Pa3BUTHE dHEPreTHKH Thuia u [lobery
B Besmxoit OTedecTBeHHOI BOiTHE.

8 PTA B 1. Camape. @. P-503. Omn. 2—6. /. 1.



BOITPOC O ITIOCJAEBOEHHOM TEPPUTOPUAJIbBHOM JEJTEHUN
I'EPMAHNN HA BCTPEYAX JIMJIEPOB CTPAH-COIO3HUKOB

Illemuenox Huxonait Anamosvesuu
(Mockosckuil zocydapcmeeniviil 001aACmHoU YHUBCPCUTNEN)

B coBpemeHHOI oTeyecTBeHHON 1 3apyOesxkHoil nctopuorpadun Bropoii
MUPOBOH BOWHBI KacaTeJIbHO BOIPOCOB, CBSI3AHHBIX C PEIIEHUSIMU «BOJIb-
OM TPOUKU» O MOCJAEBOEHHOM IepeycTpoiicTBe Mupa u lepmanum B yact-
HOCTH, CPEIN Psijia UCTOPUKOB MOKHO HAOJI0ATh TEHAECHIIMU K OOBUHEHUTO
COBETCKOTO PYKOBOJICTBA B CTPEMJICHUN HABA3aTh CBOIO BOJIO BOCTOUHOEBPO-
MEHCKUM CTPaHaM U 3aKPENuTb CBOE BJUsiHUE B [epMaHuy mocpencTBOM ee
pasnenenus. Takum 06pa3oM, PeNTeHIsT MEXK/IYHAPOAHBIX KOHMepeH N, r/e
CCCP sK06bI «ITPOJABIMBAT» CBOU 9KCHAHCHOHUCTCKUE IJIAHbI, TIPEICTaB-
JIAIOTCS TEMHBIMU CTPAHWUIIAMU POCCUICKOI I MIPOBOI NCTOPUH, a TOJUTHKA
COIO3HUMKOB IPECTABJSIETCS KaK MOJUTHKA TTO30PHON «KAIUTYJISIIIIIY TIepe]
CCCP!. B cBs31 ¢ 3TUM aKTYaJTbHBIM MPECTABASICTCS NCCIE0BAaHUE TTO3U-
WU JIUJIEPOB CTPAH-COIO3HUKOB OTHOCHUTEJIHHO <«T€PMAHCKOTO BOIIPOCA» HA
MEKITYHAPOIHBIX KOH(PEPEHITHAX.

Terepatckast KoH(pepeHIHsl, IPOXOJAMBIIAs ¢ HOAOPs 1o Aekabpb 1943 1.,
cTajia TIepBoil BCTpeUeil COI03HNKOB, Ha KOTOPOIT OBLIN BBIIBUHYTHI CEPhE3HDIE
MPEJIOKEHUs] O MOCJIEBOCHHOM pasjieJieHnu lepManuu. ABTOPOM [aHHbBIX
npeaoxkennii Boictymii npesugeHt CIIIA @./1. Pyssensr. Ero mian 3akiio-
yascs B pasznenenun [epmanun Ha ngaTh yacteit: [Ipyccus; ceBepo-3anaaabie
paiionbr; Teccen, Japmimranr, Keccenp, BaBapus, Biopren6epr u Bagen. Kpo-
Me ToT0, paiionbl Kusbckoro kanasma u lamGypra, Pypckoit u Caapckoii o6aa-
cTeft TOKHBI GBITH cTaTh 0c060i 30HO# o1 KoHTposeM O6bennHenHbIx Ha-
i, Takum o6pasom, 1ian Pyssesibra mpeznosiarai pacujieHenue lepManun
Ha TISITh YacTell, Kakaas u3 KOTOPBIX Oblia OB HE3aBUCHMBIM TOCYIAPCTBOM,
U BBIJIEJIEHUE JIBYX 00J1aCTEN MEKYHAPOJHOTO KOHTPOJISIZ.

Wnrepecna nozutiusg Y. Yepuuinsa na Terepanckoii KoHgepennm Kaca-
TeJIbHO JAHHOTO BOIpoca. bpuTanckuii mpeMbep He pa3 MOMYEPKUBAJ, UTO
KOPHEM TEPMaHCKOTO MUJTHTAPU3Ma sSIBJISIETCsT cob6CTBeHHO [Ipyccus, u3 yero
JieJIal BBIBOZ O HEOOXOAMMOCTH €€ M30JIAUK OT OcTaabHoil [epmanuu. Yep-

U @yanep /. Bropas muposas BoitHa 1939—1945 rr. Ctpaternyeckuii u TakTu-
yeckuii 0630p. M., 1956. C. 373.

2 Coserckuii Coi03 Ha MKy HAPOAHBIX KoHbepeHusx nepuoga Bemukoit Oreue-
crBennoii Boitubl: CO6. gokymentos. T. 2. Terepatckas KoHdepeHIUsa pyKOBOIUTE /el
Tpex coio3ubix Aepxkas — CCCP, CIIA u Benuko6puranuu. M., 1978. C. 166.
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YIJIb TIPEATiosaran pasienaenne lepmannn na ase yactu: IIpycenio n 1oxxno-
TePMaHCKIe TOCYZapCTBa, KOTOPbIE MTPE/I0JIaraIoch BKIOUNTD B AYHANCKYIO
koHpezneparuio. bputanckuii mpeMbep moJjarai, 9YTo 0KHbIe HEMITBI B MEHb-
1eit cTerneHn BUHOBATHI B Pa3BSI3bIBAHUN KOH(JINKTA U HOBOW BOWHBI B 6y-
ayuieM He HaynyT. Kpome toro, Yepumiib cuuras, uyto eciu Tepmanust Gyner
pasnapobJieHa 1 13 HOBOOOPA30BaHHBIX YacTel He Gy/IeT CO3MaH0 KaKuX-ITu60
KOMOWMHAIIUIT, TO BEJIMKA BEPOSITHOCTH HOBOTO OObEIMHEHUS TePMAHIIEB?,

Hauboee caepkaHHy0 TIO3UINIO TI0 JaHHOMY Botipocy 3ansta M1.B. Cra-
sima. OH He BBICTYTIMJI TIPOTUB IIaHa Py3BessTa, 01HaKO 3asIBUJI, UTO AAHHBIH
BOIIPOC HY’K/IAETCsI B aTbHeHTeM o6CyKaeHnr. [Ipi 9ToM coBeTCKUT umep
PE3KO BBICTYIINJ MIPOTUB TIaHa Yepuusisg, MOTUBUPYS CBOIO TTO3UIIUIO TEM,
YTO HET HUKAKOW BO3MOKHOCTH M30€KaTh 00bETMHEHNST HEMIIEB B Gy/IyTIEM.
Cosnanue sxe HOBbIX KOMOUHAIMIN U3 yacTeii ObiBIeii exunoil lepmanuy u jy-
HAWCKUX TOCYAApCTB OBLIO, TI0 €r0 MHEHUIO, HEIleJeco06pasHo, TaK Kak JTaH-
Hble 00 beUHEHUsT OY YT HEKUZHECTIOCOOHBIMU,

B oxrsg6pe 1944 r. na IV Mockosckoii kondepenimu Yepuniib B becese
co CranuHBIM BHOBD MOJHSJ BOIPOC O TOCTEBOEHHOM paszenenun lepma-
Huu. bpurtanckuil mpembep BHOBD BBICKA3as WeI0 O paszeseHuu lepmanun
Ha nBe vactu: [Ipyccust ¢ npoBunnusamu u Basapus. Ipu sToM Takue obiia-
cru, kak Bectdasmist u Pyp, 0/KHBI GYIyT HAXOAUTHCS IO/ MEKIYHAPOIHBIM
KOHTPOJIEM’.

Hecmotpst Ha To uTO B «IIpoTokose CornarmeHus MeXIy TpaBUTEIbCTBA-
mMu CCCP, CIITA u Coeaunennoro KoposieBcTBa 0 30Hax okkymaruu lep-
MaHuu 1 00 ynpasiaernu “Bosbiim Bepimrom”»8 gCHO IpOIUCcanbl TLIAHBI
COIO3HMKOB OTHOCUTEIBHO pasfeseHus lepmannun, U3 anaansa TEKCTOB KOH-
epernmm B Kppimy Xoporiio BUIHO, YTO B Havase JaHHON BCTPEYN eINHOTO
MHEHUS Y COIO3HUKOB BCE ellle He ObLIO.

JlauubIit BOMpoc OBIT BHOBL MOAHAT CTATMHBIM € TIETBI0 MPUHTH K (hu-
HAJIbHOMY COIVIAIICHUIO 110 JIaHHOIT 1pobiieMe. V3 anajiuza 3anucu 3acefianust
rJIaB PaBUTENBCTB OT 5 heBpasist 1945 r. BuHo, uTo Yepuriiib BHOB CKJIO-
Hsercs K paszenenuio lepmanun Ha e gactu: [Ipyccuio n iosknorepmanckoe
rocyziapcTBo co crosuiieil B Bene. MimenHo Takoii paszen, mo mHeHuio Yep-
uynwist, MOr Gbt 06e3omacutb EBpoiry 0T HOBOI BOIHBI'.

PysBensr ke BO3AEPKAICS OT KaKUX-JTMO0 KOHKPETHBIX MPENTOKEeHHIT.
CorJamasichb ¢ Te3ucoM 0 HeoOX0AUMOCTH pasziesia [epMaHu, OH TeM He MeHee
OTKA3aJICsT OTBETUTH Ha BOTIPOC, Ha CKOJIBKO YacTell cTpaHa J0/KHA OBITh pas-

3 Coserckuit Coto3 Ha MeXIyHAPOAHBIX KOHMepeHImsx neproaa Benmkoir Ore-
yectBerHoi Boiinbl: C6. fokymentos. T. 2. C. 166.

4 Tam xe.

5 Tam sxe. T. 4. KpbimMckast koHbepeHI1s: pyKOBOAUTEIEH TPEX COI3HBIX ICPIKAB —
CCCP, CIIA u Besukobpuranuu (4—11 despass 1945 r.). M., 1984. C. 60.

5 Pycckwuit apxus: Besmkas Oreuecrsennas: T. 15 (4—5). Bursa s3a Bepsun (Kpac-
Hast apmust B oBepskentoit lepmanmn). M., 1995. C. 340.

7 Coserckuii Coro3 Ha MeKAYHAPOAHBIX KoHbepeniusx... C. 61.
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siesieHa. [IaBHBIM BOIIPOCOM aMEPUKAHCKUIL [IPE3UICHT CYUTA] COOCTBEHHO
COTJTAIlIeHNE BCEX COIO3HUKOB ¢ TeM (hakToM, uTo [epmanust 6yaet pasneaeHa’.

Crasun e npu 00CYKICHUN TaHHOTO BOIIPOCA € COIO3HUKAMU HE BbIJIBU-
raJl KakKux-Ju60 MPEIoKeHNTH, HalesICh Ha BBIPAOGOTKY COBMECTHOTO PEIEHUST
B XOJI€ IUCKYCCUU.

B xoneynowm utore Y. Yepuniuib BbICKa3aJ MPE/IIOI0KEHIE, YTO B Caydae
CKOPOU KaruTyJsiiy [lepMaHuy COI03HUKAaM HUYEro He OCTAHEeTCs, KpOMe Kak
3aHATH [epMaHNio 10 30HaM’, YTO M OBLIO OCYIIECTBJIEHO, KaK 3TO BHIHO U3
«Jlexmaparu o mopaxkeHny lepManny u B3SITUU Ha ceOsi BEPXOBHOI BJIACTH
B otHomenuu Tepmanuu npasuteabcrsamu CCCP, Benukobpuranun, CIITA
u Bpemennbim npaButesnbetBoM Dpanipms .

[TpoBezenme ke HOBBIX TEPPUTOPHANBHBIX TPAHUI] KaKI0H 30HBI HA Tep-
purtopuu [epManuu GbLIO OCYLIECTBIEHO B COOTBETCTBUU ¢ <«IIpOTOKOIOM
Cormamenust mMexxkny mpasutenbctBamu CCCP, CIIA u CoeauneHHOTO
Koposesersa o 3onax okkynanuu Tepmanuu u o6 ynpasiaenuun “Bosbmim
Bepmrom”s.

V13 1poBeileHHOro aHaIM3a MO3UIMH TJIAB CTPAH-M0OEAUTEIbHUI] HA OC-
HOBaHWU TEKCTOB MEXKIYHAPOIHBIX KOH(PEPEHIIUH BUIHO, YTO HAUGOJIBIIYIO
3aMHTEPECOBAHHOCTD B paszesie lepManuy 1 HauGoJIbIIYIO AKTUBHOCTD B Pa3-
paboTKe COOTBETCTBYIOIINX IMJIAHOB TIPOSIBJISIIN JIUAEPHI 3aMMaJHBIX CO3HI-
koB. CTaJIMH ke Ha BCTPeYax C JINJEPaMU CTPAH-COIO3HMKOB HE BbICKA3bIBAJI
KaKOTO-JINO0 OIMpPEIeIEHHOTO MHEHUS TI0 JaHHOMY BOIIPOCY, MPEAOUNTAsT
ckopee 00CyKIaTh ¥ KOPPEKTUPOBATH MU CBOMX KOJLIET, YTO HE JaeT HaM
mpaBa cuntaTh CoBerckuii Corfo3 r1aBHON 3aMHTEPECOBAHHOI CTOPOHOI B 1O-
CJICBOCHHOM pasfiesieHuu [epmanui.

8 Coserckuii Coro3 Ha MeKAYHAPOAHBIX KoHDepeHiusx... C. 63.
9 Tam xe. C. 61.

10 Jleknmapanmst o mopaxkennn lepmanmu // Bemukas OtedyecTBeHHass BOlHa
1941-1945: sumuknoneaus. M., 1985. C. 237.



ADIPLOMAT AND A SPY. LIFE AND ACTIVITIES OF L.B. HELFAND
IN ROME ON THE EVE OF OPERATION BARBAROSSA

Bianchi Giulia
(Sapienza University of Rome, Italy)

This paper aims to cast light on the case of Lev Helfand, a Soviet diplomat
who operated in Italy between 1933 and 1940 mostly remembered for his
defection to the United States and his involvement in espionage. Curiously,
little attention has been given to his diplomatic action and his role in the
evolution of European political alliances in a crucial historical moment.

Little is known about Helfand’s past, except for references difficult to
verify. According to the resume that he himself drew up, he was born in 1900
in Poltava, Ukraine. Educated in Kiev and Moscow, a Sous-Commandant of
the Russian Army during the Civil War, after the Bolshevik victory he stayed
in Russia and joined the Foreign Service in 1925. After a first assignment in
France, he returned to Moscow in 1927, where as deputy political director of
the Narkomindel he dealt with the affairs related to France, Italy and Anglo-
Saxon countries!. This office gave Helfand the opportunity to strengthen his
relations with Maksim Litvinov, the man that in 1930 became the Commissar
of Foreign Affairs. Helfand actively pursued Litvinov’s foreign policy, devoted
to establish solid relations with the Western countries as a way of normalizing
and securing the existence of the Soviet Union, threatened by German and
Japanese growing militarism.

Helfand in Rome
Originally, Italy was included in Litvinov’s anti-German containment
scheme, since he firmly believed that, despite their propaganda, Italy and
Germany were divided by an inner antagonism?. Probably due to his knowledge
of Western countries’ politics, Helfand was instructed to prepare the ground

! On Helfand/Gel'fand, R. Maffei, Tl caso Helfand. La defezione nel 1940 del
diplomaticosovieticoa Romanei documentiamericani / “Nuova Storia Contemporanea”,
n. 5/2014, pp. 49-74; B.R. Sullivan, Soviet penetration of the Ttalian intelligence
services in the 1930s / Storia dello spionaggio, T. Vialardi di Sandigliano-V. Ilari, 2006.
P. 83-104.

2 Dokumenty vneshnej politiki SSSR (DVP), Gospolitizdat-Mezhdunarodnye
otnoshenija, M., Vol. 21, Doc. 96.
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for drawing away from Germany the Italian government, as part of the work
already resulted in the Pact of Friendship, Neutrality and Non-aggression?®.

Helfand arrived in Rome in late 1933 as first secretary of the Soviet
Embassy, and in 1935 became counsellor to the newly appointed ambassador,
Boris Stein. Since the latter was often absent, Helfand ended up playing a
leading role in implementing Soviet policy towards Italy. This made him the
subject of a constant surveillance by the Italian political police, soon joined by
the Italian secret service. Several reports were drawn up about Helfand and his
wife, the actress Sofija Shatzov. Naturally, rumours about Helfand’s alleged
activities as an agent of the GPU and the NKVD in Paris and Rome did not
escape the attention of the Italian police, although no definitive evidence could
be found”. Instead, it is proved that as a diplomat Helfand was well integrated
in the Italian political society and that he gave an actual contribution to the
development of Soviet-Italian relations. From late 1938 until his defection, in
fact, he held the position of Chargé d’affaires, heading the Soviet diplomatic
mission in Rome throughout meaningful years.

Helfand’s Contribution to Italo-Soviet Relations

The German moves towards Austria and Czechoslovakia in 1938-1939
sharply altered the political and territorial structure of post-war Europe. As
for Ttaly, by this time the Stresa Front had not passed the test of the Italo-
Ethiopian war. Facing Anglo-French refusal to meet Italy’s wishes, Mussolini
resorted to reaching out to Germany, using Italo-Germany axis to gain
diplomatic leverage. The shift in Italy’s foreign policy undermined Litvinov’s
efforts to isolate Germany in Europe but did not compromise entirely the
Italian-Soviet relations. The bilateral trade agreements remained in force,
and Rome and Moscow kept working together on sensitive issues, such as the
release of the sailors of the ship “Komsomol” taken prisoner by the Spanish
Nationalist Government for exchange against Italian citizens arrested in the
USSR®.

Helfand’s friendly relations with the Italian political milieu facilitated
such close collaboration. The Soviet diplomat had indeed befriended his
peer Galeazzo Ciano, the Italian ministry of Foreign Affairs and son-in-law
of Mussolini. As reported in Helfand’s dispatches and in the pages of Ciano’s
diary, they had frequent contacts, especially in the /ido of Castel Fusano, the
favourite destination for Italian leading officials, where Helfand bought the
beach cabin next to Ciano’s. Over the years Helfand became “very intimate”
not only with Ciano, but also with his long-time friend and closest adviser,

3 Khormach I.A. SSSR-Ttalija 1924-1939 gg. Diplomaticheskie i ekonomicheskie
otnoshenija, Moskva, IRT RAN, 1995; Moskva-Rim: politika i diplomatija Kremlja
1920-1939, Moskva: Nauka, 2002; J.C. Clarke, Russia and Italy against Hitler, the
bolshevik-fascist rapprochement of the 1930s, NY, 1991.

4 Maffei R. Op. cit. P. 51-52. Nieddu L. Combra di Mosca sulla tomba di Gramsci
e il quaderno della Quisisiana, Le lettere, 2014, pp. 190—-191.

> DVP SSSR, Vol. 22.1, Doc. 258, 310.
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Filippo Anfuso. Even the British ambassador in Rome, Eric Drummond,
noticed the striking closeness and familiarity between Helfand and Ciano,
reporting that the Soviet diplomat was “astonishingly well-informed®”.
Therefore, it is no coincidence that the most detailed information on
matters of great concern for the USSR came to Moscow via Helfand. In the
spring of 1939, Ciano constantly informed him on the developing dispute
between Germany and Poland over Gdansk’. It is also thanks to their
intimate relations that Helfand had the chance to inform his government of
the imminent signing of the Pact of Steel. In a two-hour conversation with
Helfand, not only did Ciano reveal that he was about to leave for Berlin, where
he would sign a political and military alliance with Germany, but, prompted
by Helfand’s smart questions and observations, he even disclosed the content
of the treaty and excerpts from his own diary®. From further conversations
with Ciano, Helfand could also draw the right conclusion that Mussolini
planned a military action in the Balkans. Mussolini later changed his plans,
however Helfand well interpreted at the time the reasons behind the actions
of the Italian government, assessing they were due to the fear of a further
German penetration in the Balkans and the Adriatic Sea’. Conversing with
Ciano, Helfand could grasp the complexity of the relations among the Axis
powers, which allowed him to understand the growing Italian discontent at
the Soviet-German rapprochement in the summer of 1939'. Even if Ciano
tried not to let on about it, Helfand understood that Italy feared to fall behind
its ally and to be left out of further agreements on the partition of Europe!!.
Hence, at the worsening of Italo-Soviet relations in the aftermath of the
German and Soviet operations in Poland, Helfand engaged himself in their
recovery'?, proposing personally to Ciano and Anfuso to reach a mutual
understanding between Moscow and Rome'. Possibly remembering
Litvinov’s idea of the competing nature of Italo-German relationship, Helfand
never lost sight of the possibility that eventually Italy would change sides,
wishing for the Soviet Union to be prepared!’. His personal effort was not
successful in the short term, since mutual distrust persisted between the two
governments'®, and Ciano was disliked in Moscow. Molotov and Potemkin let

5 Sullivan B.R. Soviet penetration of the Italian intelligence services in the 30s,
cit., p. 89.

7 DVP SSSR. Vol. 22.1. Doc. 249, 258; God krizisa (GK) 1938-1939. Dokumenty
I materialy. M.: Politizdat, 1990. Vol. I. Doc. 354.

8 GK. Vol. 1. Doc. 354.
9 DVP SSSR. Vol. 22.1. Doc. 345.
10 Tvi. Vol. 22.1. Doc. 345, 348, 407, 439, 510.

1 Tvi. Vol. 22.1. Doc. 510. Ivi. Vol. 22.2. Doc. 617, 690. See also Documenti
Diplomatici Italiani (DDI), MAECI, Serie IX. Vol. 1, n. 796; Vol. 2. Doc. 207, 759.

12 Tvi. Vol. 22.2. Doc. 872.

13 DDI, Serie IX. Vol. 2. Doc. 646.

4 DVP SSSR. Vol. 22.2. Doc. 866, 872.
15 DDI, Serie IX. Vol. 3. Doc. 33, 132.
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know that Helfand’s initiative was “not appropriate” and commanded to stop
visiting Ciano'®,

Moreover, after Litvinov’s departure Helfand’s position in the Narkomindel
had become more isolated. When he was called back to Moscow in July 1940,
fearing for his own life and for that of his family, he decided not to return.
He then turned to Ciano for help, finding his compassion'”’. Furthermore,
American documentation shows that Ciano even provided Helfand the plane
by which he flew with his family to the US, giving him careful suggestions on
how to cover his departure. Finally, it was only through Ciano’s offices that
the US ambassador in Rome was able to persuade the State Department to
admit Helfand in the country under a diplomatic passport'®.

16 Tvi. Vol. 23.1. Doc. 7, 138.
7 Ciano G. Diario. Vol. I. Rizzoli, Roma, 1946. P. 293.
8 Maffei R. 1l caso Helfand, cit., pp. 61-65.



DISPUTED MEMORIES IN THE POST-COLD WAR BETWEEN
RUSSIA AND EUROPE: THE CASE OF VICTORY PARADE

Borelli Andrea, PhD
(University of Calabria, Italy)

The first Victory parade was organized on 24 June 1945. From the
beginning, Josef Stalin created an official narration of the Great Patriotic
War, where his role was decisive to defeat the fascism in Europe. However,
in 1947 he decided to degrade May 9" in a working day, worried that the
myth of victory could obscure his figure!. Once in power, Nikita Sergeevich
Kruscev (1956—1964) did not restore the holiday, but he eliminated Stalin
from the propaganda about the victory. Stalin’s place was taken by the people,
the narod, in a process of de-ethnicization of Soviet patriotism?

The parade was restored on the 20th anniversary (1965) of the Victory
by Leonid Ilych Brezhnev. In 1965 May 9th became a national holiday, but
until 1990 the parade was held only every five years. However, the Victory day
became the most important collective ritual of the country. The war replaced
the other founding myths of the USSR and obscured the revolutionary origins
of the regime®. Victory day became a mobilization instrument used by the
regime in the context of the Cold War“. The Soviets accepted a heroic vision
of Second World War, because they memorized the Victory as an untouchable
great event®.

During the years of perestroika the triumphal narration of the Victory
was questioned. The glasnost promoted a debate both war costs and crimes
perpetrated by the Stalin’s regime. In 1990 the celebrations took place in a

! Stephen M. Norris. Memory for Sale: Victory Day 2010 and Russian
Remembrance, in «The Soviet and Post Soviet review», n. 38 (2001), p. 206.

2 Brandenberger D. National Bolshevism. Stalinist Mass Culture and the Formation
of Modern Russian National Identity, Harvard University press, Cambridge, 2002,
p. 196.

3 Weiner A. Making Sense of War. The Second World War and the Fate of the
Bolschevik Revolution, Princeton University press, Princeton, pp. 7-8.

4 Tumarkio N. The Living and the Dead: The Rise and Fall of the Cult of World
War I in Russia, Basic Books, New York, 1994, pp. 104—105.

5 Lisa A. Kirshenbaum. Nothing Is Forgotten: individual memory and the Myth of
the Great Patriotic War, in F. Biess; Robert G. Moeller. Histories of the Aftermath. The
Legacies of the Second World War in Europe, Berghahn Books, New York, 2010, p. 78.
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small measure. The myth of the Great Patriotic War was turned from the
founding myth of Soviet superiority to a collective tragedy.

After the dissolution of the USSR the Soviet regime was denounced as
totalitarian: the victory had been achieved not thanks to the communist party
but despite the latter®. At the same time, no one political party expressed real
doubts about the value of the victory. Nevertheless, there was a “fragmentation
of memory”. In response to the confusion regarding the meaning of the Victory
day, Russian President Boris Yeltsin in 1992 cancelled the parade but kept
the holiday. In 1995 the government took a step back and re-established the
military parade under the Kremlin Wall. President Yeltsin was forced to
promote a modern Russian identity connected to the images, symbols and
myths rooted in the Soviet period’.

This trend was further strengthened with Vladimir Vladimirovich Putin’s
arrival at the Kremlin in 2000. The new president has replaced a historical
narrative dominated by the concept of “long secular tradition” of Russian
history®. Putin has placed the “cult of the state” and its continuity over the
centuries in the middle of the national identity of contemporary Russia®.

At the same time, the national past must be defended from discredit,
especially when it comes from abroad. The comeback of the myth of victory
involves the refusal of Russian government to equalise the regimes of Josef
Stalin and Adolf Hitler. The Russian politics of memory collided with the
“anti-totalitarian” politics promoted by the European Union, according to
which between Nazism and Stalinism there are no differences!. At the same
time, in Russia a series of measures have been taken against the “rehabilitation
of Nazism”.

In this context, the Putin’s government organized the Victory parade
since 2005. The parade begins at 10 am after the ticking of the Saviour
Tower. The “Flag of Victory” is solemnly carried across the square while the
band of the army of the Russian Federation intones a popular song. After that,
in the middle of the Red Square the commander of the Muscovite garrison
meets the Minister of Defence, both above their cars. The Minister makes a
round of the square saluting the battalions and goes on to the stage set in front
of Lenin’s mausoleum where the Russian and foreign authorities sit. He offers

6 Malinova O. Political Uses of the Great patriotic War in Post-Soviet Russia from
Yeltsin to Putin, in J. Fedor, M. Kangaspuro, J. Lassila, T. Zhurzhenko (eds. by). War and
Memory in Russia, Ukraine and Belarus, Palgrave Macmillan, 2017, pp. 47—48.

7 Ferretti M. Percorsi della memoria: il caso russo, «Passato e presente», XXI
(2003), n. 59, pp. 17-35.

8 Malinova O. Political Uses of the Great patriotic War in Post-Soviet Russia from
Yeltsin to Putin, in J. Fedor, M. Kangaspuro, J. Lassila, T. Zhurzhenko (eds. by), op. cit.,
pp. 45—46.

9 Koposov N. The Armored Train of Memory: The Politics of History in Post-
Soviet Russia, «Perspectives on History 49», 1 (2011).

0 Focardi F. B. Groppo (a cura di). Politiche e culture del ricordo dopo il 1989,
Viella, Roma, 2013, pp. 7-18.
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his homage to the President of the Russian Federation — commander-in-chief
of the armed forces — who beginning the inaugural discourse. Once finished
the speech, the military band intones the anthem of the Russian Federation
and the public crowded on the tribunes that border the Kremlin walls stands
up. The parade begins to the strains of Russian patriotic songs of war. First the
flags of Victory and of the Russian Federation march together. The first troops
that parade are wearing the uniforms and weapons of the Second World War.
After this historical re-enactment phase, the military academies of the Russian
Federation begin to march; the various battalions of the army, navy and
aviation participate in the parade. During the celebrations of 2005, 2010, 2015,
numerous foreign authorities were invited. On two occasions (2010, 2015)
troops from other countries took part in the parade. An important moment of
the day is the opening speech of the president of the Russian Federation.

The Victory parade reflects both Russia’s foreign policy orientations and
memory policy of Russian government. Established to commemorate the
Soviet sacrifice in a victory to share with the Western allies, today the Victory
parade has become an opportunity to affirm the Russia’s ability to survive with
the help of the Eastern partners and the former Soviet republics of Central
Asia and Caucasus.

The characteristics of Medvedev and Putin’s speeches were defined in
2005: reference to the Russian sacrifice to smash Nazism and thanks to the
people who contributed to Russian victory. Over the years, President Putin
did not change his speeches; he moved them to the East following the Russian
foreign policy. Thus, in 2015 Putin underlined the role of the Allies for the
victory in the Second World War, not the Anglo-Americans but the Chinese.
The call to unity of the former Soviet Republics is especially directed towards
the countries of Central Asia, which more than anyone else are sensitive to
Russian message.

The president used his ability to construct a solid post-Soviet memory, not
simply a national memory. For longer than four centuries Russia was a multi-
ethnic empire. For this reason, the Russian government proposed a modern
transnational identity which could be used by all former people of the Tsarist
or Soviet empire. In this memory policy the myth of the Great Patriotic War
plays a leading role.



A QUESTION OF PERSPECTIVE: REALITY AND
RECONSTRUCTION IN THE WORK OF THE ARMY FILM AND
PHOTOGRAPHIC UNIT

Carter Wakefield Oliver
(Imperial War Museum / Institute of Historical Research, UK)

Fought amidst the bleached sands of Egypt’s western desert, the 8" Army’s
campaign against German and Italian forces under the command of Erwin
Rommel produced one of the most iconic visual representations of the British
Army at war.

Running at a crouch with pistol in hand, an officer leads his platoon
through the skirling smoke of the battlefield. His men follow, their bayonets
starkly silhouetted against the sky. Redolently atmospheric, this photograph
was widely circulated in newspapers, magazines and propaganda publications.
To this day it continues to define our visual perception of the North African
campaign, and its influence can be seen in everything from toy soldiers to
comic books. However, whilst a familiar image to many, few, outside a limited
circle of aficionados, are likely to have any knowledge of the context in which
it was produced. Few, for example, are aware that this photograph, which in
fact shows Australian rather than British soldiers, was staged. Or that the
man who took it was a former employee of the Keystone photographic agency
named Len Chetwyn. Even fewer are likely to know that Chetwyn, then a
Sergeant, was a member of the Army Film and Photographic Unit (AFPU).

Formed in October 1941 the primary purpose of the AFPU was to obtain
images of battle. Complaints from the British press and newsreel companies
regarding the lack of photographs and film of the Army had been voiced within
the opening weeks of the war. Traditional military distrust of the journalistic
class, combined with a failure to fully understand the needs of the modern,
pictorially driven media, meant that the Army’s part in the battle for France
was largely unrecorded.

In contrast, Germany, through the work of the well-equipped
Propgandakompanien (PK) of the Wehrmacht, was able to flood the
international picture market with images of military strength. This
dramatically shot material, which was used to actively intimidate neutral
nations, proved irresistible to many editors, including those in Britain. As
the Army became embroiled in a cycle of defeat and retreat in Greece, Crete
and Libya, there appeared a worrying possibility that the narrative of German
invincibility propagated by PK material would ultimately be proven true.
The loss of public confidence that resulted from these setbacks led to a sense
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of disillusioned detachment amongst soldiers, which in turn contributed to
the growing fear of senior officers who believed that the Army experiencing
a morale crisis. Russia’s entry into the war increased the need for positive
propaganda. Whilst the Army was aware of the need to convince a sceptical
public that it was capable of doing more than fighting to the last Red Army
soldier, it was ultimately civilian propagandists who overcame the Generals’
engrained mistrust of publicity. Visual propaganda, they argued, was a
valuable weapon of war, and the Army eventually agreed. For cameramen of
the AFPU however, finding the ammunition to supply that weapon would
prove an altogether more difficult prospect.

Heralded by its 19 century advocates as the ultimate arbiter of truth, the
camera had long struggled to fulfil this function in wartime. Yet despite the
increased portability of their equipment, the still and cine cameramen of the
Second World War found their task almost as difficult as their predecessors.
«Actual war cannot be filmed», was the emphatic conclusion of former AFPU
cameraman Ken Rodwell'. His view was echoed by fellow cameramen Mike
Lewis and Len Harris. Lewis, who filmed the disastrous consequences of
Operation Market Garden, stated that, «war is really invisible, it’s more of a
sound picture»2 Harris, recalling his experiences in Normandy reflected, «you
don’t see the enemy fire, I mean, you can’t film it..suddenly perhaps when
you're pointing this way an explosion goes off over there, you might whip
round and get a bit of the smoke or something, but its [...] all spread out and it
doesn’t look that exciting»®.

Practical difficulties contended with technical ones. Neither still nor cine
cameramen were equipped with long focus lenses. As photographer Stanley
Gladstone put it, «anything that happened a few hundred yards away wasn’t
going to be much use to you»*. The clockwork De Vry cameras used by the cine
men possessed a short exposure time, with the amount of footage limited to the
amount of film a cameraman could carry. There was also a moral aspect; whilst
the relatively high casualty rate amongst AFPU cameramen attests to the risk
the unit took, many felt an obligation not to endanger others. «If there’s a lot
of muck flying around and you're standing up with a camera», stated Rodwell,
«you're a damn fool»°.

Aware of the limitations imposed by these factors many cameramen used
elements of reconstruction to get the kind of action shots the Army wanted.
The extent to which this practice was employed varied between individuals.
Hugh Stewart, an officer who exercised considerable influence over the
unit, was firmly against reconstruction except when it was needed to ‘create
a correct editorial effect” alongside otherwise authentic material®. Gladstone

' TWM Dept. of Sound Records, Accession no. 003867,/12: Kenneth Rodwell.
2 Ibid. Accession no. 004833/09: Michael Lewis.

3 Ibid. Accession no. 003969,/03: Leonard Harris.

4 Tbid. Accession no. 003954,/05: Stanley Gladstone.

5 Ibid. Accession no. 003867/12: Kenneth Rodwell.

6 Ibid. Accession no. 004579,/06: Hugh Stewart.
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justified reigniting burnt out vehicles to recreate «what had happened, say,
half an hour before»”. Rodwell defined the question along moral lines believing
a cameraman could only ask troops to recreate something if he had been
alongside them during the «sticky times» of the original action?.

Reconstruction was most common amongst cameramen from Fleet
Street backgrounds. Considering the ubiquity of the «laid on» shot in pre-
war photojournalism, and the fact that stills men were expected to produce
4 to 5 good photographs for every 12 exposures, this should not be unduly
surprising. Although events were sometimes captured as they occurred,
most of the ex-news cameramen were too professional to leave such fleeting
moments entirely to chance. In this respect Chetwyn went further than most.
Hailed by Cecil Beaton as possessing the «the romantic quality of Delacroix
paintings», his photogenic but entirely stylised images were exactly what the
Army wanted, and he was eventually tasked with running a sub-unit within
the AFPU specifically for their production®. Sometimes however, things
went wrong. Recalling the jarring contrast between real photographs of the
invasion of Sicily taken by AFPU cameramen and staged photographs taken
by Chetwyn during a practice landing some weeks before, Fred Wackett
remarked, «As you can imagine, brother Chetwyn didn’t come off too well
from this» .

In suggesting that not all of the AFPU’s material should be seen as
authentic, this paper is not seeking to denigrate those who served within its
ranks. Rather, it argues that the confused nature of modern warfare combined
with the limitations of technology made a degree of reconstruction inevitable.
These problems were not unique and were faced by combat cameramen of all
nations. Although the AFPU did capture genuine images of combat these did
not generally show the kind of war the Army wished to portray. Arguably the
unit’s greatest significance derives not from depictions of the physical act of
war but its aftereffects. These candid images of the dead and wounded provide
a vivid testament to real cost of the conflict.

7 Thid. Accession no. 003954,/05: Stanley Gladstone.
8 Ibid. Accession no. 003867/12: Kenneth Rodwell.
¥ Beaton C. British Photographers (London, 1944), 48.
10 Tbid. Accession no. 008265/04: Frederick Wrackitt.



EASTERN EUROPE AND THE REMILITARIZATION
OF THE RHINELAND

Gori Enrico
(University ‘Roma Tre’, Italy)

At 5 o’clock of 7 March 1936 German aviation and troops marched to the
west bank of the Rhine; at 11.45 a.m. they crossed the bridge to Kéln, and by
the evening of March 8 the Rhineland was once again under German control,
for the first time in 17 years'. The postwar order was shattered. According
to articles 42 and 43 of the Versailles Treaty, Germany was forbidden from
keeping security or military personnel within a 50 km range from the Rhine,
so that France would be safe from any attempt of cross-border strike?.. On
16 October 1925 Germany, Italy, Belgium, France and the United Kingdom
signed the Locarno Rhine Pact, the core document of the Locarno peace
guarantees. In it, the five Powers agreed to preserve the territorial integrity of
Western Europe and to live in peace with each other. However, if unprovoked
hostilities broke out, the Powers were required to intervene after the League
of Nations had verified that an aggression had actually taken place. Germany
was not singled out as the most likely aggressor, as the Treaty only forbade
‘assembling armies in the demilitarized zone™.

What was the reason behind the swift occupation of the Rhineland? The
German Chancellor Adolf Hitler had chosen the time carefully, as he wanted
the remaining Locarno Powers to face a fait accompli, an accomplished action
which could not be reversed. At 12 p.m. of 7 March 1936 he delivered a speech
in the German Parliament in which he declared the Locarno Treaty null and
void. The blame, he said, rested upon France, Czechoslovakia and the Soviet
Union, with emphasis on the latter’. What was the Chancellor referring to?
On 2 May 1935 French Foreign Minister Pierre Laval and Soviet Deputy
People’s Commissar for Foreign Affairs Vladimir Potémkin had inked a mutual
assistance treaty, which required either party to consult the other in case of

! Documents on British Foreign Policy Second Series (21 vols), vol. 16, (London
1977), 44—45.

2 Berber F. (ed.), Locarno. A collection of documents (London/Edinburgh/
Glasgow 1936), 36.

3 Ibidem, 45—48.

4 Domarus M. (ed.), Hitler. Reden und Proklamationen (4 voll.), vol. 2 (Leonberg
1973), 584-587.
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aggression by a third European State, eventually lending it military aid®. Two
weeks later, on 16 May Czechoslovakian Foreign Minister Edvard Benes
signed an analogous document®. Once again, Germany was not mentioned,
and the five year treaty included the possibility of being rescinded within a
year since its enactment. In his 7 March 1936 speech Hitler claimed that both
treatises were aimed at encircling Germany, which had consistently refrained
from any provocative action, whereas France kept building concrete border
walls with barbed wire.

Germany was not bothered by the mutual assistance treatises which France
had stipulated with England, Czechoslovakia and Poland; dealing with the
Soviet Union was, on the other hand, a direct violation of the Locarno Treaty,
as the collective security system Moscow had been striving to build since 1933
was perceived as hostile and a violation of the Locarno Treaty. Berlin had
therefore no reason to keep abiding by its prescriptions.

What were the reactions of Central and Eastern European countries to
the end of the Versailles-Locarno order? Czechoslovakia and Poland, which
had both become independent in 1918, signed mutual defence agreements
with France shortly afterwards: the French-Polish Political Agreement was
signed on 19 February 1921, while the Treaty of Friendship of Assistance with
Czechoslovakia followed on 25 January 1924. Neither country had become
a Locarno Power; nonetheless, they signed two arbitrate conventions with
Germany while contextually renewing their treatises with France’. However,
their paths soon diverged: between 1920 and 1922 Czechoslovakia had formed
a defensive alliance with Romania and Yugoslavia aimed at neutralizing
Hungary’s territorial claims (Transylvania and Subcarpathian Ruthenia)
named the Little Entente, while Poland became a staunch opponent of
Czechoslovakia itself, as Warsaw had a territorial claim as well, that is the
T&sin/Cieszyn/Teschen district on the Czech-Polish border, a small but
thriving industrial area in Czech Silesia®. Warsaw also did not like the
Locarno Treaty itself, as it provided no guarantees for Eastern Europe®. The
1921 Treaty with France was renewed on 16 August 1925 but the new version
introduced the mandatory convocation of the League of Nations Assembly,
making military assistance not automatic, which Poland resented™.

Warsaw opposed the French and Soviet project of an Eastern Pact, born
in December 1933, which aimed at uniting Czechoslovakia, France, Belgium,
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the Baltic States, Finland, the Soviet Union, and even Germany''. Polish
Foreign Minister Jozef Beck and his ambassador in Berlin Jozef Lipski decided
to regulate matters with Germany independently from Paris and Prague,
even against them: on 16 November 1933 Lipski issued a joint communiqué
with Hitler stating that the respective countries agreed to resolve matters
peacefully. This upset both France and Czechoslovakia, as the document
contained no border guarantees, no duration and no terminating conditions in
case either country was at war, which meant both of them could threaten other
countries without restraint.

France found it worrying that its main Eastern ally did not consult
Flandin or the ambassador Léon Noél'2. The Polish-German rapprochement
did not stop here nor was it merely tactical: on 18 December 1933 German
Propaganda Minister Joseph Goebbels met Lipski and told him that Hitler
wished to strike a non aggression pact with Poland as a modus vivendi on the
common ground of anticommunism, even if this meant abandoning part of the
German expansionist projects. Lipski did not object, as he knew the Polish
public opinion was becoming more and more interested in Germany’s new
government'®. The long anticipated pact was signed on 26 January 1934
On 7 June, just as French Foreign Minister Louis Barthou and his Soviet
counterpart Maksim Litvinov made public the Eastern Pact plan, Germany let
the Soviet Union know that it sternly rejected the proposal®. On 13 July and
27 August Lipski sent Beck two reports of conversations with Neurath on the
Eastern Pact. Hitler was against the Pact in principle as it would mean having
the Soviet Union as an ally, possibly as a helper in case of a French aggression,
and neither Germany nor Poland wanted the Red Army on their soil. The
Reich greatly valued Poland’s refusal to enter the Pact: not only Germany was
not left alone, but it would have a valid shield against Bolshevism and the Red
Army itself, which Hitler claimed to fear!®.

Therefore, Warsaw became wary of France’s intention to sign the Franco-
Soviet Treaty, and issued a warning to its Western ally, which was also the
main sponsor of the Little Entente: should the treaty be signed, there would be
consequences, although Poland itself would not act against it for the sake of the
alliance!”. Pierre Laval was no friend of the Pact, but he knew Poland would
try and sabotage the military assistance agreed with Moscow and Prague by
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not letting the Red Army traverse the country in aid of either Czechoslovakia
or France, thus resulting detrimental to collective security, as the Polish Army
Staff had warned the French generals on January 15 that if Germany attacked
the Soviet Union, the Reich’s troops would be allowed to cross Poland'®. Nor
could he remain idle before the German newly enforced military conscription
and the refashioning of the Reichswehr into the menacing Wehrmacht. Thus,
the Polish advice was disregarded, and France went on to sign, then ratify the
Treaty.

In 1934 the Soviet Union, which had been struggling to break though the
cordon sanitaire erected around it since the October Revolution, was on a
quest for collective security against Hitler’s Germany, its sworn enemy. Indeed
Soviet People’s Commissar for Foreign Affairs Maksim Litvinov scored three
major victories when his country established normal diplomatic relations with
two out of three Little Entente members: Czechoslovakia and neighbouring
Romania (both on June 9), while failing to do the same with Yugoslavia due
to King Paul’s fierce opposition, even though the three states had decided to
establish diplomatic relations with the Soviet Union at the same time during
a conference in Zagreb on 22—23 January 1934"; the third victory was the
admission of the Soviet Union into the League of Nations on September 18.

Czechoslovakia had taken its decision months before: on 7 March 1933
Czech Foreign Minister Edvard Benes told the Soviet Government that the
Little Entente was ready to normalize ties with Moscow, and offered the
Soviets to conclude pacts, either with each member separately or with the
Little Entente as a whole, which eventually led to the signing, on 4 July, of the
Convention for the determining of the aggressor, whose 11 signatories included
the Little Entente, the Soviet Union and Turkey. Thus Czechoslovakia became
the candidate of choice for the Eastern Pact project?.

As for Romania, reaching a deal with the Soviet Union was a difficult
matter: the two countries had been at odds for years because of Romania’s
integration of Bessarabia (present-day Republic of Moldavia), which had been
a Russian province since 1812. Bucharest maintained that, since the region
was predominantly inhabited by Romanian nationals, it rightfully belonged to
them, while the Soviets refused to acknowledge the new border as neither the
Moldavian council (Sfatul Tarii) nor the Kingdom of Romania had reached
the Soviet Government to regulate the matter and have Bessarabia recognized
as Romanian territory. Henceforth Moscow considered the region occupied,
as the Romanian army had entered it on 13 January 1918, and retaliated by
arresting the Romanian ambassador Constantin Diamandi. On 18 January the
Soviet Government officially severed diplomatic relations with the Kingdom,
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and on 9 April the Sfatul Tarii proclaimed the union of Bessarabia with
Romania. Nonetheless, contacts between Bucharest and Moscow were never
fully interrupted, as the two neighbours unsuccessfully kept trying to reach a
compromise through several rounds of arbitrates and conferences?!.

On 5 February 1929 the Romanian ambassador to Poland Carol Davila
went to Moscow in the first official visit in eleven years: the Royal government
had instructed its diplomat to take part in the signature of a protocol by the
name of the Soviet People’s Commissar for Foreign Affairs Maxim Litvinov,
which would allow Eastern Europe to enact the Briand-Kellogg Pact on the
renunciation of war, originally signed on August 27, 1928, several months
before the Western term (24 July 1929)%. Relations remained tense: on 24
February 1930 the Romanian government, led by the Iuliu Maniu, head of
the National-Peasant Party, accused the Soviets of concentrating troops along
the Dnestr/Nistru river, an allegation widely supported by the local press,
and sternly refuted by the Soviet news agency TASS and Litvinov himself.
This happened just as Czechoslovakia’s Bene§ started posing the question
of Soviet-Little Entente relationships, something Romania was not ready to
accept: recognizing the Soviet Union would split the Romanian government?.

The situation changed in 1933: Hitler’s rise to power made Romanian
Foreign Minister Nicolae Titulescu, a Conservative-Democrat diplomat
returning to the post after a brief tenure in 1927-1928, declare on 25 May
in Geneva that he was in favour of the Convention for the determining of
the aggressor: Moscow was pleased to learn that Romania did not consider
the Soviet Union an aggressor, and that no arbitrate was needed to solve the
Bessarabian question. Litvinov and Titulescu met again in the Swiss city
on 19 July. Titulescu held his ground about Bessarabia, telling his Soviet
counterpart that Bessarabia was a gift from God, thus there was no question of
giving it back to Russia. Still, they agreed to drop the subject, which Titulescu
recommended his government as well?’. Unlike Czechoslovakia and France,
Romania did not sign a mutual assistance treaty with the Soviet Union: this
was done to avoid irritating Poland, so as not to push it into aligning with
Hungary’s revisionist aims, and to maintain a good relationship with Germany,
to which Romania was bound by a trade agreement?.

This complex network of relations between Eastern European countries
felt the shockwave coming from the Rhineland with full force, as the
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aforementioned events were brought up when the 7 March crisis happened.
Poland, which assumed to be least concerned of the group, was also the least
committed: whereas on that same day Colonel Beck told French ambassador
to Warsaw Léon Noél that his country would stand by France in that serious
situation. Noél was impressed: he reported that ‘never before had Poland
spoken of our alliance in such firm terms?®. On 8 March Beck had apparently
changed his mind: while the local press unanimously condemned the German
move and called for a joint action with France, the Foreign Minister issued
a communiqué termed by the French ambassador ‘obscure and convoluted’
[obscure et alambiqué], which essentially blamed France for the crisis, as it
had not followed a ‘clear policy’ like the Polish one, and stressed how Poland
repeatedly advised France not to sign the Franco-Soviet Pact (Beck failed to
say how many times he had cautioned Paris)?".

Noél summed up his conversation with Beck and Rydz-Smigty in four
points: Poland was committed to honour the alliance mainly out of image
concerns, that is, so nobody could doubt of the correctness of its actions and of
its loyalty; second point: Poland knew that there was no alternative to siding
with France; third point: should the Rhineland question be brought before
the League of Nations, Poland would surely want to gain a moral victory from
the expected resolution; fourth point, which was in contradiction with the
second: if the aforementioned gain was not scored, Poland was ready to look
for a pretext, i.e. the possible French-German confrontation, to set up new
manoeuvres and new political combinations®. These conclusions were right:
on March 12, while the Locarno Powers were holding their first meeting in
London, German ambassador to Warsaw Hans Adolf von Moltke was received
by Colonel Beck, who told him that not only Poland was against sanctions,
which were deemed legally baseless, but it would welcome any German stance
on the ongoing crisis as well®.

On 17 March René Massigli, deputy Director of Foreign Affairs met Beck
as well: the Polish foreign minister expressed the wish that the Franco-Polish
alliance could be independent from the League of Nations, as the pacts signed
by past French Foreign Ministers Louis Barthou and Pierre Laval relied on
the League’s approval in the context of collective security, whose rules Poland
found confusing and dangerous: what was the use of tormenting [épingler]
Germany with sanctions and encirclement? Beck told Massigli they preferred
a bilateral arrangement on the pre-war model®.

Romania, on the other hand, albeit not directly blamed for the crisis, was
very upset by the German fait accompli: French ambassador to Bucharest
Wiladimir d’Ormesson wrote Pierre Flandin that Nicolae Titulescu, the
Romanian Foreign Minister, did not look concerned: he had been very clear
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on the issue, stating that not only the Little Entente would side with France,
and was favourable to sanctions against Germany, but Romania was sure the
Soviet Union would too, and encouraged France to ratify the Franco-Soviet
treaty as soon as possible. Titulescu, who considered the remilitarization of the
Rhineland ‘blackmail’, was optimist about Great Britain as well, but thought
it was premature to consider a military commitment, as the British army was
not ready?'. As for Italy, the Romanian minister was quick in guessing that
Mussolini would never agree to act against Germany: ‘it would be as if we
sanctioned Czechoslovakia while asking Mr. Benes to march against Hungary
with us’ and urged to resist Germany’s requests as a united block of countries®.

On 11 March the Little Entente and the Balkan Entente® countries agreed
to support the Franco-Belgian initiative involving the League of Nations, and
a week later Titulescu spoke before the League in Geneva: according to him,
the Rhineland crisis was decisive for the very future of the League of Nations
itself: should it fail to produce and uphold a resolution, ‘the world based on the
force of right will become one based on the right of force’. The Franco-Belgian
proposal should be adopted before accepting the German proposals, so Europe
could see how effective the Locarno Treaty was*. After attending Eden’s
speech on 17 March, which he considered just a means to buy time without
provoking Germany, Titulescu once again spoke in Geneva three days later:
he proposed that each and every European government should be given two
days to examine the resolution to make up their minds clearly, thus avoiding
lengthy formal discussions. In this way, every voice could be heard, including
the German objections®.

Romania was specially troubled by Hitler’s assertion that that Locarno had
been imposed upon Germany, as the same claim could be made by Hungary to
declare the Treaty of Trianon, which had stripped it of Transylvania among
other territories, thus endangering Romania’s territorial integrity. This
subject was later brought up by Titulescu during a meeting with Eden on
6 April 1936. The British Foreign Secretary assured his Romanian counterpart
that Hungary was not rearming. As for their non-committal stance on the
Rhineland question, Eden said that France was more preoccupied with
collective security in Eastern Europe than in Western Europe, as it had ruled
out talks with Germany, leaving Great Britain to sort things out®.

As for Czechoslovakia, the central pillar of the Little Entente, it was
positively alarmed by the possibility that German would remilitarize the
Rhineland as the French ambassador to Prague Paul-Emile Naggiar noted
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on 17 January 1936. When it happened, while considering the matter more
rationally, President Bene$ and Foreign Minister Kamil Krofta immediately
sided with France, reassuring Flandin that they would conform to any French
decision, knowing that both Paris and Moscow would come to Prague’s help
if Hitler attacked it*".

Being a member of the Little Entente, Czechoslovakia shared the same
concerns with Romania as to Yugoslavia’s behaviour: both Italy and Germany
were vital trading partners for the country: after the sanctioning of Italy,
Belgrade could not afford to oppose Berlin, much less agree on sanctions:
Prague feared that German influence in Yugoslavia would increase if France
and Great Britain failed to act against the Reich®. Diplomatic exchanges
with the Soviet Union in March 1936 were almost non-existent, as the chief
European guarantor was France, an ally to both Czechoslovakia and Poland.

Conversely, German ambassador in Prague Ernst Eisenlohr and Legation
Counsellor Cecil von Renthe Fink, who was in touch with Czech Ambassador
in Berlin Vojtéch Mastny exchanged with Neurath no less than 11 messages in
March 1936%. According to Eisenlohr, the Czechs displayed a collaborative
attitude, and were ready to exert their influence on France and England so
the crisis could be solved. This was not surprising, since the Germans were
increasingly alert over the situation in the Sudetenland, where the economic
crisis had greatly affected the local German-speaking population, yet the
ambassador knew no uprising could be expected, as ‘it is astonishing how
calmly the Germans there [Sudetendeutschtum] bear their economic misery
and their political serfdom™®.

The diplomatic situation worsened on March 11, when the German
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs Bernhard von Biilow wrote Eisenlohr
that, according to ‘secret sources’, Bene§ was in favour of imposing sanctions
on Germany in order to destroy its recovering yet still fragile economy and
even topple Hitler®'. The Czech stance was actually much milder than that,
since Yugoslavia opposed sanctions and Bene§ knew that as long as the
Abyssinian war continued, Italy wouldn’t back sanctions on Germany as
well. Moreover, Germany was a big trading partner to Czechoslovakia: would
Prague risk losing 15 % of its exports and 18 % of its imports just for the sake
of siding with France, irresolute as it was**? Not angering Germany was vital
to Czechoslovakian national security, and this was arguably the reason why
there were no direct Czech-Soviet contacts in March 1936, as Czech Foreign
Minister Krofta was trying to convince the Germans that no air bases would
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be lent to the Russians, an accusation Germany had been making since May
1935.

On 26 March 1936 it became apparent that it was the very Konrad
Henlein, leader of the German Party of the Sudetes (Sudetendeutsche Partei), a
sympathizer of Hitler, who was spreading rumours, always based on anonymous
sources, about a Czech-Soviet military alliance: on 6 March, a day before the
remilitarization and Hitler’s speech, a member of the party had informed the
Reich that the Soviets and the Czechs were tightening military cooperation.
Twenty days later, the rumour had somehow reached Great Britain; Eden
cautioned Flandin not to get too close to Prague, which vehemently denied
such contacts, even as British and French press were reporting them?.

The Czech diplomatic documents reveal that Krofta and Bene$ were not
remotely thinking about furthering military ties with Moscow: both were
inclined towards the West and willing to take part in the Locarno discussion
as a partial member, having signed an arbitrate with Germany back in October
1925. On that same 26 March 1936 Czech ambassador in London Stefan
Osusky told Flandin that Hitler was trying to tear Czechoslovakia away from
the West, having received support among the Conservative party ranks, as the
Tories did not want to do anything for Central Europe. Moreover, Mastny
wrote Krofta that although he had refuted the rumours about airbases in
Czechoslovakia for the Red Army no less than four times, each time speaking
with a different German minister or diplomat, the British ambassador in Berlin
Eric Phipps wanted to be reassured from different sources. Mastny inquired
whether it was true that the Germans were exerting their influence on British
Conservatives in order to create a rift between them and the French, but
Phipps denied this claim, so the Czech envoy prompted him to prove it by
siding with Paris. It was a matter of concern for Czechoslovakia that Britain
withheld important military information from its allies and shared it with
Germany instead: mistrust of the French was apparent, and it did not help
that British military attachés justified this behaviour by alleging a promise
made to the Germans®.
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THE NORDIC COUNTRIES IN WORLD WAR II

Gunnarsson Valur Sncer
(University of Iceland, Iceland)

In World War II, the five Nordic Countries wound up on every conceivable
side, from fighting with the Germans to being occupied by them, from fighting
with the Allies or being occupied by them, to trying to tread some precarious
middle way in the manner of Sweden.

What then were the aims of the Nordic Countries when war broke out in
19397 Simply put, they were the same as in World War I, which was to remain
neutral as had been the result then with the exception of Finland which had
been part of the Russian Empire. But what was the best way to safeguard
neutrality?

In the inter-war era, the Nordic Countries relied upon the League of Nations
which entailed that attack upon one member would be seen as an attack upon
all. In the early 1930s, the system started breaking down as nothing was done
when Japan invaded Manchuria or when Italy invaded Ethiopia. In 1936,
the Nordic Countries abandoned collective security and instead would make
decisions on a case by case basis. Their turn would soon come.

One of the main reasons why the Nordic Countries were assailed by all
sides in 1939-40 was that none of the Great Powers trusted them to be able
to defend their neutrality towards the others. Stalin worried that the Germans
would attack him through Finland, while the Germans saw the Norwegians
stand aside as the British placed mines in Norwegian waters. A Pan-Nordic
defensive alliance might perhaps not be strong enough to defeat any of
the Great Powers but would probably have been strong enough to act as
deterrence. Why wasn’t this attempted?

The Nordic Countries did not always act in unison and had been involved in
their own squabbles in the early part of the 20" Century. Norway and Sweden
had come close to war in 1905 when Norway declared independence. The
Swedes and the Finns squabbled over the Aland Islands, forcing the League
of Nations to intervene to broker a compromise. Norwegian adventurers,
supported by defence minister Vidkin Quisling, invaded Eastern Greenland
in 1931, which almost led to war with Denmark. Again, the League intervened
and ruled in favour of Denmark, which retained sole rights to Greenland.

If co-operation between the Nordic Countries was not always simple,
there was also the question of whom to co-operate against. The Finns worried
about the Soviet Union, the Danes and the Norwegians worried about the
Germans and Sweden had to look in both directions at once. The kings of the
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three monarchies along with the President of Finland met in Stockholm in
October 1939 and jointly proclaimed their neutrality, but no plans were made
for mutual assistance. When Finland was attacked by the Soviet Union the
following month, there was little direct assistance.

The Winter War

Why then did the Finns choose to fight the Russians though many,
including Marshall Mannerheim, the Commander-in-Chief of the Finnish
Armed Forces, clearly saw that the war was unwinnable? Stalin’s demands
were not altogether unreasonable. He wanted to move the borders farther
away from Leningrad but offered to compensate Finland with more land
elsewhere. He also wanted to set up a Soviet military base on the Finnish
Hanko peninsula. This was a better deal than the Finns got at the end of the
war, but could Stalin be trusted to keep his word?

The Baltic States accepted similar proposals, only to see their countries
occupied in entirety. Stalin’s decision to set up a separate Karelian SSR on his
side of the border with the Finnish communist Otto Ville Kuusinen as figure-
head indicates that he intended to unite it with Finland under Soviet control.
What do we know is that Stalin expected a four-week war and gave his tanks
strict orders to not accidentally cross the border with Sweden. But this was
after negotiations had broken down. Finland was a larger country than the
Baltic States and more closely linked to the west so it is possible it might have
received different treatment. In fact, Stalin did not raise his demands very
much when Finland was finally on the ropes in 1944.

In the event, Finland did receive some support. Sweden did not declare
neutrality but rather proclaimed themselves non-combatants, a subtle distinc-
tion. They sent arms to Finland, Swedish volunteers went to the front and the
Swedish air force took over the protection of Lapland, freeing up the small
Finnish air force for actions elsewhere. Britain and France, despite already be-
ing at war with Germany, came up with a very ambitious plan to bomb Soviet
oilfields in the Caucasus from bases in Syria and send an expeditionary force to
Finland via Norway and Sweden, which would handily also cut off Germany’s
supply of iron ore. This was not put into practice as the Finns sued for peace
on March 13" after three and a half months of fighting. Finland lost 13 percent
of its area and its second city, Viipuri, but managed to retain its independence.

The Germans Look North

The Winter War had focused the attention of the Great Powers on
Northern Europe and on April 9%, 1940 Hitler invaded Denmark and Norway.
There was little opposition at first, but could the two Nordic states have put
up more of a fight as Finland did?

The Danes did in fact fight with some success in Jutland in the early hours,
but later that day the decision was taken to capitulate after the Germans had
threatened to bomb Copenhagen. The Danish Army might have fought for
longer had it been allowed to do so, but in the long run Denmark’s geographic
situation was hopeless. Protracted fighting would mainly have aided Norway
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but led to widespread destruction in Denmark. Instead, Denmark chose to
collaborate with Germany, a policy that was followed until the autumn of
1943 when full occupation was imposed.

Norway’s geographic position was far more promising, reaching from
Kattegat in the south to way beyond the Arctic Circle and presenting many
natural barriers. With its long coastline Norway could also count on aid from
Britain which was the premier maritime power. In fact, the rapid advance of
the Germans was a considerable feat of arms. This can partly be blamed on the
Norwegians themselves, who avoided mobilisation until the last minute out
of fear of provoking the Germans. Mistakes were made and in some cases the
men were ordered to enlist after three days, by which time south Norway had
already fallen.

Things could have gone even worse. The German plan was to capture the
government and the King in Oslo and force their capitulation. This was only
avoided when Birger Erikssen, commander of the aging Oscarsborg fortress,
decided to fire upon approaching unidentified vessels without orders from
above. The German flagship Bliicher was sunk and the others retreated. King
and government fled the capital and decided to fight on. Norway officially
signed an armistice ten months later on June 10%, but the Government-in-
Exile and Free Norwegian Forces continued the struggle until the end of the
war.

All could have been otherwise. The government and the king, who was the
brother of the Danish king, did consider taking the Danish route even after
escaping the capital. This would probably have played out similarly as it did in
Denmark, with collaboration turning to outright occupation and resistance as
the tide turned against Nazi Germany.

But one can also imagine the opposite happening. If the Norwegians had
responded to the many indicators that Germany was about to invade and
been fully mobilised, they might have been able to fight the Germans off.
The Norwegian Army could field roughly the same numbers the German
committed, about 10 000 men, and they would have had the advantage of
terrain and British and French aid.

Had the Norwegians managed to hold off the Germans, it might have
had vast implications for the course of the whole war. It was the Norwegian
debacle that led to the resignation of Prime Minister Chamberlain and
Winston Churchill taking the post. Had Norway been a victory for the British,
Chamberlain would probably still have been in office at the Fall of France.
He might have been more inclined to sue for peace than Churchill was, and
World War II would have ended in the summer of 1940 with German victory.



SOWING THE SEEDS OF THE COLD WAR.
THE IDEA OF CONTAINMENT OF SOVIET UNION DURING THE
SECOND WORLD WAR

Livi Stefano, PhD
(Sapienza University of Rome, Italy)

During the Second World War, the United States and the Soviet Union
joined as allies against Nazi Germany after more than twenty years of hostility
from American governments towards the Soviet regime. In November 1933,
the recognition of the Soviet Union by the United States seemed to be a
breakthrough for the relations between the two countries. Many American
diplomats characterized by their strong anti-bolshevism, were convinced that
the doors to Soviet Russia for American influence would open. If with Stalin’s
purge these doors began to close, in 1941, after Nazi Germany attacked the
Soviet Union, the United States became an ally of Soviet Union in the Second
World War'.

The paper focuses on the development of American idea of containment
of the Soviet Union during the Second World War among the diplomatic
corps. Drawing from primary sources from the archival collections of the
Seeley G. Mudd Manuscript Library at Princeton University, the Bakhmeteff
Archive of Russia and East European Culture at Columbia University and
from published documents related to US foreign policy, the paper discusses
the efforts made by those American diplomats, like George Frost Kennan and
William Christian Bullitt, who during the Second World War elaborated
what will be the American official line during the Cold War.

The paper aims, in the first instance, to show the continuity of widespread
perception of the Soviet Union even during the Second World War among
part of American diplomatic corps. These diplomats considered the Soviet
Union as an aggressive power with which any kind of dialogue and cooperation
was far from being possible and effective, and advocated a firm and vigilant
approach towards the Soviet regime. At a time when the Red Army enjoyed
great popularity in the West thanks to its sacrifice to prevent the Nazis from
completing their plan of dominance in Eurasia, many viewed a change in
Stalin’s approach to foreign policy from aggressive to cautious in the name
of greater attention to internal security. As opposed to this outlook — defined

! Foglesong D.S. The American Mission and the “Evil Empire”. The Crusade for a
“Free Russia” since 1881, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2007, 83—85.
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by the historian Daniel Yergin as “Yalta Axioms” — stood the “Riga Axioms”,
which embodied American pessimism towards the Soviet Union and viewed
the total destruction of the West as the final goal of the Soviet regime?

In the aftermath of the October Revolution, Bullitt tried to find a modus
vivendi with the Bolshevik government. During his mission to Soviet Russia,
he negotiated with Lenin diplomatic relations between the two countries,
reaching an agreement with the revolutionary regime — rejected by the
Allied Powers at the Peace Conference — that include a peace summit on
the Russian Civil War, the withdrawal of Allies troops and the recognition
of Bolshevik’s responsibility for Russia’s financial obligation®. Twenty years
later, after losing trust in the Wilsonian universalism, his vision was based
on personal considerations of a religious nature. Appointed by Roosevelt as
first American ambassador to Moscow in 1933, Bullitt did not have a wide
knowledge of Russian affairs, and entrusted himself to Robert Kelley, who was
the head of an anti-Bolshevik training program for diplomats, the Division
of Eastern European Affairs. Kelley exerted a strong influence on an entire
generation of anti-Soviet diplomats who emerged at the outbreak of the Cold
War. These diplomats, in their turn, convinced Bullitt to accept the rhetoric of
containment proposed by the Division of Eastern European Affairs.

Among them, Kennan was Bullitt’s pupil. The paper assesses the mutual
influence that led them to outline a new version of containment based on
unique combination of ideology and Tsarist tradition, which represented the
Gordian knot of the interpretation of the Soviet experience.

In Kennan’s narrative, the Soviet Union was just carrying on Tsarist
Russian traditions, a condition that made the cooperation between the
two powers impossible. At a time when the Soviet system was presented to
American public opinion as not so different from the capitalist one, Kennan, as
well as Bullitt, considered that the alliance with the Soviet Union in defense of
democracy would have identified the United States with the Soviet oppression
in Eastern Europe. Kennan was ready to devote all his energy to reverse these
future prospects.

The paper will consist of four parts. First, it will introduce the concept of
containment theorized by Kennan in the famous Long Telegram and in the
subsequent article “The Sources of Soviet Conduct”. In the second part, after
describing Roosevelt’s approach towards the Soviet Union since 1933, the
paper will focus on the new image of Stalin and the Soviet Union spread among
American public opinion through Hollywood movies and publications in order
to repress and hide the Russophobia that emerged in the United States at the
turn of the century.

The third part will analyze how the idea of containment developed in
Kennan'’s political thought through the influence that Kelley exerted on him.

2 Yergin D. Shattered Peace: The Origins of the Cold War and the Natioal Security
State, Houghton Mifflin, Boston, 1997, 18—41.

3 Thompson_J. Russia, Bolshevism, and the Versailles Peace, Princeton University
Press, Princeton, 1966, 131-177.
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Although most of the historians attribute the beginning of the Cold War
to the Long Telegram as a response to Soviet aggressiveness?, the idea of
containment can be considered as the continuation of practices implemented in
the earlier generation of diplomats. Those practices in which were articulated
attitudes and perceptions that had dominated the political discourse in the
United States in the first post-war period, had contributed to the formulation
of an American response to the October Revolution and survived through the
years because of the work of the Division of Eastern European Affairs. Since
the Thirties, Kennan saw irreconcilable differences between the Soviet system
and the American one, certain that soon either Russia would have turned into
a capitalist country or the United States would have turned into a communist
one. The war had not tarnished this outlook, and between 1943 and 1945,
Bullitt and Kennan made efforts to reach Roosevelt’s ears, by promoting their
idea of containment of Soviet Union. In conclusion, the paper will assess how
the American lack of recognition of Soviet contribution to the defeat of Nazi
Germany in the Second World War affected US—Russian relations after 1991.

4 Feis H. Churchill, Roosevelt and Stalin, Princeton University Press, Princeton,
1957; Schlesinger A. “The Origins of the Cold War” in Foreign Affairs, Vol. 46, No. 1
(October 1967), 22—52; Smith G. American Diplomacy During the Second World War,
Wiley, Hoboken, NJ, 1965.



THE HIGH COMMISIONER FOR SARDINIA: ANEW SOURCE FOR
CONTEMPORARY SARDINIA BETWEEN Il WORLD WAR AND
DEMOCRATIC RECONSTRUCTION

Luciano Erica
(University of Cagliari, Italy)

As part of the PhD course in History, Cultural Heritage and International
Studies of the University of Cagliari, a research project is underway which
aims to reconstruct the social, political and economic history of Sardinia
between 1943 and 1949.

There are several reasons that led to the choice of this theme and new are
the methods and objectives — short and long term — to be pursued.

This historical period represents a crucial six-year period for both Italy
and Sardinia, which has some peculiarities on which it is necessary to reflect.
A phase that constitutes a path — certainly long and troubled — between
IT World War and democratic reconstruction and which, for the Island,
culminates with the issuing of a special Sardinian Statute and the election of
the first Regional Council.

The research — in progress — is conducted through the use and study
of written sources — archival documents, newspapers, memorials — and
audiovisuals.

If these first sources may appear “traditional”, it is in the methodology and
in the purposes that the true innovation of the project lies.

Starting from these documentary bases, the research aims — through the
development and administration of specific surveys — to measure sardinian
citiziens’ knowledge about the history of their region.

After this qualitative and quantitative measurement and after analyzing
the data, will be developed solutions aimed at increasing the awareness of
citizenship on their historical and cultural heritage. Citizens’ participation
will also be guaranteed by a real “call to the sources” in which everyone can
make their own sources — of whatever nature they may be — and their own
memory, direct or handed down.

Therefore, starting from a solid methodological basis, the purpose is to
create new scientifically valid paths open to the contribution of the public
of “non-specialists”. The ultimate goal will be the elaboration of an editorial
project which, never losing its scientific nature, will propose itself as a space
for a historical narrative in which the presence of the public to which it is
addressed is strong. With an adequate language — not simplified or simplis-
tic —, it will stimulate a correct and aware knowledge about the topics covered.
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In this way, the project can in fact be included in the context of public history,
the active and participatory way of “making history”.

What we want to bring to the attention is one of the sources used which,
for the genesis and the activity of its producer — which took place between
1944 and 1949 -, represents a new and essential tool for anyone who wants
to approach study of contemporary Sardinia: the High Commissioner for
Sardinia (Alto Commissariato per la Sardegna) fond, kept in the Archivio di
Stato of Cagliari and recently available for consultation.

The High Commissioner for Sardinia (Alto Commissariato per la Sardegna):
a new source for the study of Sardinia between the Second World War and the
post-war.

As anticipated, Sardinia, during the conflict and the post-war, was the
subject and object of some peculiar “ways”.

At first, it was the only Italian region not to suffer the “war”: with the
exception of the bombings of Olbia, Porto Torres, Alghero, La Maddalena
and, above all, Cagliari, the island, during the conflict, made history in self.
After the armistice of 8 September 1943, the German armies stationed on the
island embarked for Corsica without almost fighting. In fact, the Army Corps
General Antonio Basso, interpreting confused orders that had been given
to him, allowed the German division commanded by General Lungerhausen
to abandon the island.

Similarly, even from an administrative point of view, Sardinia followed
a road partially different from that of the peninsula. After the armistice, the
Allied Control Commission came into operation, to supervise the activities
of the Italian government and to monitor compliance with the terms of
the armistice. Sardinia, however, was considered a region falling under
the jurisdiction of the royal government and therefore part of King’s Italy.
The Allies did not take on the task of administering Sardinia, but only of
supervising the effective collaboration between the center and the periphery.

On 1943 September 23, the US president Eisenhower expressed that the
Italian prime minister Badoglio designates a regional high commissioner,
representative of the highest civil authority on the three island provinces and
with the task of administering civil, economic, political and financial areas.
The negotiations, the proposals and the counterproposals were numerous and
not free from internal discontent. Still in December 1943, a solution had not
been found, also because of the fear of the Italian government that the high
commissioner could have prefigured a definitive regional body, dangerous
for the unity of the state. The issue of the island management was settled at
the end of January 1944. The royal decree law (n.21 of 1944, 21 January),
concerning the institution of the High Commissioner of Sardinia and issued
on 31 January of the same year, provided for the appointment of a high
commissioner reporting directly to the head of state and with a temporary
character. It was responsible for supervising and directing on the island all
state, civil and military administrations, local authorities, under public law
and all those subject to state protection or surveillance; directing the action
of the prefects and all civil and military authorities, ensuring their pursuit
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of the same line of action; if necessary, exercising the powers of the central
government.

The personality identified as suitable to hold the position was the air
team general Pietro Pinna. A man considered, even by the anti-fascist parties,
super partes and who could count on the benevolence of the United States,
on an attitude of interest awaited by the UK and on a high consideration by
Badoglio. The High Commissioner was flanked in its action by a consultative
council, expression of the local political groups and to which, in December of
the same year, a regional council took over.

The documentary complex — the result of the five-year work of the High
Commissariat — is available for consultation only in recent times. The fond
was given to the Autonomous Region of Sardinia by the Government
Representation in 1968 and subsequently transfer to the Archivio di Stato of
Cagliari.

Made available for consultation only in recent times, the fond — divided
into nine series and further internal subseries — represents, today, an essential
tool for anyone who wants to approach the study of Sardinia at that time.
Unfortunately, this historical phase still not very investigated and, for this
reason, it’s often the subject of deep-seated commonplaces and mystifications.
However, the analysis of these documents allows to reconstruct precisely the
island’s history from every angle, from the age-old question of public security,
to political and party life, passing through the economic and social aspects, just
to name a few examples. Furthermore, in contrast to what is — perhaps — the
most widespread preconception about Sardinia, the sources lend themselves to
a markedly “glocal” reading and analysis.

An island that is the subject and object of intense international relations
and that — despite its geographical definition and its peculiarities — is certainly
not “isolated”.



A DISTANT ALLY IN DIFFICULT TIMES?
OFFICIAL GERMAN FOREIGN POLICY PERCEPTIONS
OF THAILAND’S FOREIGN POLICY AND GERMAN-THAI
DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS, 1941-1945

Noack David X.
(University of Mannheim)

In the course of the Second World War, Thailand was the only German
ally in East- and South-East Asia except Japan. Germany had long-standing
diplomatic relations with the Buddhist kingdom, and played a non-negligible
role in Thailand’s economy before the war. The paper focusses on issues and
questions of German-Thai diplomatic relations during Thailand’s participation
in the Asian theatre of the Second World War. In a two-pronged approach, it
examines the roles of Thailand’s representatives in Germany from 1941 until
1945, and the country in fascist Germany’s India policy, based on published
and unpublished documents from the German foreign ministry.

An in-depth analysis of the assessments by German foreign policy officials
in Bangkok and Berlin of Thailand’s role in German South East Asian policy
during the Second World War reveals that German foreign policy officials
perceived the country as an unequal partner in South East Asia. A surprising
fact, considering that Germany and Thailand had nearly no economic and
military exchange with each other in the course of the war, and Germany tried
to use the country to enforce its influence in the region.
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EDUCATIONAL DEVELOPMENT DURING THE WAR YEARS
IN KAZAKHSTAN

Ospanova Dayana Gabitkyzy
(L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian University)

The Great Patriotic War became a moment of truth for the Soviet Union,
which, subsequently, determined the power, courage and foresight of the state.
The pages of the history of the Great Patriotic War are a real confirmation
of how people, sacredly committed to their native land, sacrificed practically
everything they had for the peace and prosperity of the Motherland. Despite
the fact that the war, by its destructive force, destroyed the opportunities,
chances and hopes for further development, the desire to improve life in the
USSR, people did not lose faith in victory, continued to promote in society
such unshakable concepts as “science”, “education”, and “culture”, despite the
crushing blows of the war. The Kazakhstanis have become a prime example of
how, even under the most hopeless circumstances of a war, one can continue
to fight for culture and enlightenment. History remembers not only the selfless
acts of Kazakh soldiers in the name of the Motherland, but also their stubborn
pursuit of knowledge.

From the very first days of the war, in the Kazakh SSR, the issue of
reforming the education system, especially the school system, came up on
the agenda, since a large number of students stopped attending school due
to wartime circumstances. There was an urgent need for a total restructuring
of all school education on a war footing, reorganization of orphanages and
boarding schools, and the involvement of school-age children in education.
The war also brought great losses to the educational and material base of
schools: there was a shortage of teachers, due to the fact that many teachers
and high school students were called up to the front.

Due to the circumstances of the Patriotic War, serious adjustments were
made to the curriculum with an emphasis on the patriotic education of children
and their involvement in work in industry and agricultural production.
During the school year, students were engaged in the collection of waste paper
and scrap metal, assisted in hospitals where wounded soldiers were placed,
cultivated crops and renovated school buildings.

Due to difficult conditions, school lessons were not held properly: the
duration of one lesson was only 40 minutes, the children studied in three shifts,
and teachers, due to lack of time, had to study simultaneously with two or even
three classes. Many school buildings in Kazakhstani cities were given to the
government for other purposes, so the area of schools has sharply decreased.
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For example, 60 school buildings in Almaty during the war years, only 29 were
actually used for education.

In 1943—44, a number of resolutions were issued to improve the financial
situation of teachers, but the situation was very difficult, since in many regions
of Kazakhstan teachers were not adequately provided with bread rations, and
bread cards were not issued for months!.

Towards the end of World War 11, the process of rebuilding the Kazakh
elementary school began:in 1941, 2801 Kazakh schools operated in Kazakhstan,
and in 1945 this number dropped to 2567 schools.

In 1944-1945, 7596 schools functioned in Kazakhstan (3496 of them),
313 directors worked. During the war years, 33 school workers received
certificates from the Supreme Council of the Kazakh SSR for work and
perseverance in educating the future generation, and 35 teachers became
honored teachers of the republic?.

Regarding the work of higher educational institutions, the war radically
changed the previous order and system. From the very beginning of World
War 11, a huge number of teachers and students were called up to the front;
in this regard, the curriculum was significantly reduced, but the training of
specialists continued. At the beginning of 1943 the total number of students in
Kazakhstan was 1858, then at the end of the academic semester there were only
871 of them. In the pre-war time, 55 graduate students studied at universities,
but in connection with the call to the front, only 15 people remained to study.

In October 1941, a resolution was adopted by the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan “On improving educational work in
universities”, which pursued the goal of improving the political educational
direction among students and their teachers, containing recommendations for
successful activities in war. The plans included tasks that had military and
economic aspects for defense purposes®.

The military departments of the universities of Kazakhstan significantly
replenished the ranks of their employees, regular military exercises were
mandatory for all groups.

Like school facilities, university buildings were converted to hospitals and
military enterprises. The curriculum, which previously was 4-5 years of study,
was universally reduced to 3—4 years. Due to lack of staff, some disciplines
were taught by teachers from other universities.

One of the most important events was the evacuation of higher education
institutions from other republics to the Kazakh SSR. These changes were
the result of improving the quality of education in Kazakhstan, an increase in
the number of scientific studies. 41 educational institutions were evacuated,

! Central'nyj Gosudarstvennyj Arhiv Respubliki Kazahstan (CGA RK).
2 CGARK.
3 Zhamanbaeo K.Zh. Vysshaya shkola v Kazahstane: Istoricheskij opyt

Kommunisticheskoj partii Kazakhstana po rukovodstvu vysshej shkoly za 50 let
(19201970 gg.). Alma-Ata, 1972. C. 76.
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together with about 8 thousand students and 500 teachers, including 5 acade-
micians, 35 professors and 92 associate professors from Russia.

During the war years, the number of universities increased from 13 to 15;
in Almaty, the teacher’s institute of foreign languages, the Kazakh female
pedagogical institute, were reopened. Some universities, on the other hand,
were temporarily closed: the Semipalatinsk and Ural teaching institutes, the
Kustanai pedagogical school.

The pace of research has slowed significantly: the 1945 plan provided for
75 topics to be completed, but only 58 of them were completed, due to the
departure of supervisors and other workers who took patronage over students.
Despite this, the training of highly qualified personnel was carried out quite
successfully thanks to the support of teachers from the evacuated educational
institutions. During the war years, 4 doctoral and 40 master’s theses were
defended at the Kirov Kazakh State University, and 1 doctoral and 4 master’s
theses were defended at the Agricultural Institute.

In 1945, the buildings of educational institutions occupied for military
departments were returned. After the war ended, the number of students in-
creased again: at the beginning of the war, about 10 thousand students studied
at universities in Kazakhstan, and in 1946 more than 15 thousand students. In
attempts to achieve the pre-war level, pedagogical staff in educational institu-
tions was urgently needed: during the war years, 3070 teachers were trained.

The experience of the universities of the People’s Commissariat for the
wartime showed that the highest pedagogical school of Kazakhstan was viable
and active and was able to continue hard work on the training of teachers. The
evacuation of scientists from Moscow and Leningrad was of great importance
not only for the folding of the historical concepts of E.B. Bekmakhanov, but
also for many Kazakhstan researchers, in general, the development of historical
science?.

4 Mazhitov S.F. Istorik Ermuhan Bekmahanov. Astana, 2005. C. 264.



THE SECOND ITALIAN WAR OF INDEPENDENCE OF 1859

Pingot Loic Pierre
(Ecole nationale des Chartes, France)

To determine the death toll of any given battle or conflict poses a difficult
issue at the State whose soldiers are concerned and at the historian. The
necessity to calculate the number of dead during contemporary conflicts for
tactical, strategical, financial and moral reasons provides him with enough
material as to render the task possible but still extremely difficult due to the
uncertainty of an important number of deaths and the eventual lackings of the
source material and of the institutions which produced it. Thus, not only is it
interesting to approach this subject matter in order to gather precise statistic
information on contemporary conflicts but it also provides insights on the
actual attention given by an army and a society to their fallen soldiers and
touches the topical subject of the “duty of rememberance”.

In order to modestly contribute to a research field undergoing an import-
ant renewal in France! as in other countries, we focused our work on the calcu-
lation of the death toll of the French Army of Italy during the Second Italian
War of Independance between May 29™ 1859 and the beginning of May 1860
and especially the proper military campaign opposing the French Army and
its Sardinian ally to the Austrian Army between May 29 and July 12 1859.
This short but bloody war — famous for having inspired Swiss philanthropist
Henry Dunant to create the Red Cross in order to help military victims on
the field — is an interesting experimentation ground to develop a methodol-
ogy to calculate the death toll of an army during war time, appliable to other
larger conflicts such as World War One or Two. We mostly used the datas
provided to us by the official numbers at the time, given by the French Army
department of statistics and confronted them with estimations given in his
war correspondence by Napoleon III% and the military services® during the

! A similar study focusing on the death toll of the Crimean War already exists. Cf
Fredj C. “Compter les morts de Crimée: un tournant sur I'identité professionnelle des
médecins de I'armée frangaise (1865—1882)”, Histoire, économie & société. Vol. 29e
année. No. 3, 2010. P. 95-108.

2 Cf Archives Nationales, Fonds Napoléon (XVe-XXe siecles), 400AP/1—
400AP/221, Dossier 1 and 2, Pierrefitte-sur-Seine.

3 Cf Service historique de la défense, GR G3/25, Vincennes: estimates were made
per regiments and corps after every encounter, keeping tracks of the dead, missing,
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campaign and with later results obtained by contemporary doctors and statis-
ticians. We also used the information provided by the legislative sources con-
cerning military pensions, always useful in that sort of case. The amount of
spendings planned for veterans and military widows in the budget plan for the
year 1859 and brought to the public debt was thus of 36 650 000 francs?, and
reached 36 926 000 for the year 1860° — substantial augmentation of which a
part at least must be attributed to the compensations given to the victims of
the 1859 war — proving the very concrete reasons justifying the calculation of
the number of casualties from a financial point of view.

If at the end the definitive numbers seem to be those established after
extensive researches in 1869 by the military surgeon and renouned statistician
Jean-Charles Chenu®, leaving us with a rough estimation revolving around
10 000 dead; the study although reveals the interest given by Napoleon III
himself and the military authorities as well as the Healthcare services of the
French Army — undergoing an important development at that time and since
the napoleonic wars? — for the question.

We have particularly been able to confirm the tendency according to which
the initial numbers produced in the aftermath of operations are always very
innacurate, certainly due to the context of hurry and the difficulties inherent
to any statistic recollection on battlefields and military hospitals, while war is
still raging on and where the sanitary necessities — burrying the dead, taking
away the troops and caring for the ill and wounded etc. — prevail. The further
in time the researches are made, the more accurate they seem to be with
the passing of time allowing to refine in retrospect the first estimates given
of the number of casualties, especially by distinguishing those killed on the
battlefield, those who died of their wounds or due to illness, and the misssing
in action, with due attention given to those who died after returning to the
homeland from complications of illnesses or wounds received in campaign and
whose number is according to all sources the great unknown. As stated by the
statistician Paul Leroy-Beaulieu: “In such matters the biggest and most recent
numbers are the most accurate”, which is not however to say that an effort
wasn’t made by the military administration to come to an official account of

wounded and deserters, often with extensive details: name, rank, causes of death or
wounds etc.

4 Cf Bulletin des lois de la République frangaise, Imprimerie nationale, Paris, July—
December 1858. P. 804.

> Cf Bulletin des lois de la République frangaise, Imprimerie nationale, Paris, July—
December 1859. P. 846.

6 Cf Chenu Jean-Charles. Statistique médico-chirurgicale de la campagne d’Ttalie
en 1859 et 1860: Service des ambulances et des hopitaux militaires et civils, 2. vol,
J. Dumaine, Paris, 1869.

7 Cf Fredj C. Médecins en campagne, médecine des lointains: le service de santé des
armées en campagne dans les expéditions lointaines du Second Empire (Crimée, Chine-
Cochinchine, Mexique), doctoral thesis, Daniel Nordman (dir), 2006, HESS, Paris.

8 Cf Leroy-Beaulieu P. Les Guerres contemporaines, Pichon-Lamy, Paris, 1869.
P 41.

-375-



the number of casualties of the 1859—1860 campaign. It was futhermore very
conscious that its official account could be improved on, as acknowledged by
Dr. Hippolyte Larrey, chief-doctor of the French Army of Italy in an essay
read to the Paris Academy of Medecine’.

Colonel Saget, then responsible of the statistic works for the Ministry of
War thus produced two sets of numbers, one immediately after the campaign,
and one revised later and more accurate. If these numbers weren’t totally
satisfaying yet, the necessary work of refinement was achieved by statisticians
and especially former military doctors who had partaken in the Italy campaign
and considered it part of their duty, such as Dr. Louis Cazalas, one of Larrey’s
successors as chief-doctor of the Army of Italy after his departure on july
1859, who especially worked on the number of ill and wounded!, and
of course Jean-Charles Chenu who dedicated fifteen years of his life to the
calculation of the death tolls of the Crimean War and the Second Italian War
of Independance!, establishing himself as a model.

The improvement of this type of operation in the French Military is a
long process which is not even finished at the beginning of World War One
which pushes the military administration to develop proper tools to deal with
the counting of the dead®, the short 1859 war being but an other landmark
leading to this result.

9 Quoted in Leroy-Beaulieu P. Op. cit. P. 40, 42.

10 Cf Cazalas L. Maladies de 'armée d’Italie, ou Documents pour servir a I'histoire
médico-chirurgicale de I'armée d'Ttalie (campagne de 1859—1860), Rozier V. (ed),
Paris, 1964.

1 Cf Chenu J.C. Rapport au Conseil de santé des armées sur les résultats du service
médico-chirurgical aux ambulances de Crimée et aux hopitaux militaires frangais de
Turquie pendant la campagne d’Orient en 1854—1855—1856, Paris, J. Dumaine (ed),
1865 and Statistique médico-chirurgicale... Op. cit.

2. Cf Prost A. “Compter les vivants et les morts: I'évaluation des pertes frangaises de
1914-1918”, Le Mouvement Social. Vol. 222. No. 1, 2008. P. 41-60.



THE NAZI «GENERAL PLAN EAST» AND ITS REALIZATION
IN OCCUPIED POLAND: THE «<AKTION ZAMOSC» 1942-1943

Pulvermacher Alexandra
(Alpen-Adria- Universitit Klagenfurt, Austria)

The “General Plan East”, developed by Nazi German planning elites since
the end of 1941, envisaged the expulsion of 31 million people in East Central
Europe. In contrast to the history of the deportations before autumn of 1941,
i.e. those in Poland and Slovenia, the picture of the “General Plan East”
remains rather dim. This is due to the diffuse history of its development, in
which numerous institutions were involved. The one “General Plan East” did
not exist either — it stands for a multitude of planning concepts between 1940
and 1943, the documents of which were largely destroyed in 1945'. In contrast
to other National Socialist plans, it was realized only to some extent within the
“Aktion Zamosc”?, which was in a certain sense a continuation of deportations
already carried out by the National Socialists, albeit radicalized.

The SS decided to realize this project in the territory of Zamo$¢ for
several reasons: alleged German colonists from the time of Austrian rule
had been discovered there, who now were to be “re-Germanized”. The soils
in this area were very fertile, moreover several important traffic routes
were running through Zamo$¢, which itself was claimed to be a German
Renaissance town?®.

Within the “Aktion Zamosc”, more than 100,000 Poles were forcibly
resettled from 293 villages. It was organized by the Central Emigration Office
(UWZ), which had already gained experience during the deportations of
Polish citizens from the annexed territories to the General Government. In
transit camps, the deportees were selected according to two criteria: firstly
their ability to work and secondly their “racial” value. Persons capable of work
were brought to the Third Reich for forced labour if they were classified as

! Der “Generalplan Ost”: Hauptlinien der nationalsozialistischen Planungs- und
Vernichtungspolitik / Ed. by Mechthild Réssler and Sabine Schleiermacher. Berlin,
1993; Vom Generalplan Ost zum Generalsiedlungsplan: Dokumente / Ed. by Czeslaw
Madajczyk. Munich, 1994.

2 Zamojszczyzna — Sonderlaboratorium SS: Zbiér dokumentéw polskich i
niemieckich z okresu okupacji hitlerowskiej / Ed. by Czestaw Madajczyk. 2 vol. Warsaw,
1977, 13-15.

3 Thid. 12.
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“racially valuable”; if not, they were taken to the Auschwitz labour camp®.
Persons younger than 14 and older than 60 years, disabled and sick people
were to be brought to “pension villages” that had previously been depopulated
within the Holocaust. Thus, 30,000 children aged between 6 months and
14 years were separated from their parents. 4,500 of them considered “racially
valuable” were deported to the Third Reich for “Germanization”.

The remaining were to vegetate in the “pension villages,” where they lacked
any kind of care. Already during the transports, numerous children froze to
death or fell seriously ill.> However, for Hermann Krumey, the head of the
UWZ, this indirect method of extermination was not sufficient: he advocated
that children should be taken with their parents to Auschwitz, as otherwise
they could reproduce again in the future and thus endanger “Germanization”®.
According to two eyewitness reports, at least 90 Polish children from the
Zamos¢ area were killed in Auschwitz by phenol injections’.

Consequently, the “Aktion Zamosc” caused massive unrest and panic
among the Polish population. In view of the brutal approach of the occupiers,
many Poles feared that they were now facing the same fate as the Jews. They
hid, tried to find shelter with relatives in neighbouring villages or fled into the
woods to join the resistance, mainly divisions of the Farmer’s Battalions and
the Home Army. By countless acts of sabotage and attacks on the German
police stations and ethnic German resettlers, the partisans tried to prevent the
deportations®. The Polish Red Cross and the Committee for Social Welfare
organized clothing, food and medical care in order to alleviate the plight of the
deportees®. In response to the exploding resistance, the occupiers carried out
the anti-partisan and pacification actions, which included mass detentions and

4 Zamojszczyzna 1, 12—13; operational command no. 16 of 12 Dec. 1942 of Hermann
Krumey regarding deportation planed on 14 Dec., in: ibd., doc. 76, 216—18.

> Wysiedlanie ludnosci polskiej w tzw. Kraju Warty, na Zamojszczyznie
oraz popelnione przy tym zbrodnie: Biuletyn Gtéwnej Komisji Badania Zbrodni
Hitlerowskich w Polsce. Vol. XXI / Ed. by Waclaw Szulc, Warsaw 1970 (henceforth
Biuletyn XXT), 48.

6 Report of the work of the UWZ in Zamosc from 27.11.-31.12.1942, Krumey,
31 Dec. 1942 in L6dz, in: Zamojszczyzna 1, doc. 98, 256-9, here 259.

7 Protocol of the hearing of the witness Stanistaw Glowy, in: Biuletyn XXI, 292—4;
protocol of the hearing of the witness Roland Goryczki, in: ibd., 294-5.

8 Bruno Wasser, Die Neugestaltung des Ostens. Ostkolonisation und Raumplanung
der Nationalsozialisten in Polen wihrend der deutschen Besetzung 1939-1944 unter
besonderer Beriicksichtigung der Zamojszczyzna im Distrikt Lublin, dissertation,
Aachen 1992, 228-9; Zygmunt Klukowski, Tagebuch aus den Jahren der Okkupation
1939-1944 / Ed. by Christine Glauning and Ewelina Wanke. Berlin, 2017, 388—436;
Zygmunt Mankowski, Migdzy Wislg a Bugiem 1939—1944: Studium o polityce okupanta
i postawach spoteczenstwa, Lublin 1978, 272-6.

9 Agnieszka Jaczyrnska, The SS Sonderlaboratorium. The Zamosc-Region: “The First
Settlement Area in the Generalgouvernement”. Lublin, 2012, 323.
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deportation to the Third Reich for forced labour, the burning and bombing of
villages as well as mass shootings'.

The “Aktion Zamosc” went far beyond a local project: As part of the
“General Plan East” it enjoyed the great interest of Himmler, who despite
vehement internal criticism adhered to it for a relatively long time. In the
regional SS leader Odilo Globocnik he had found a man who had already
proven his “drive” within the “Aktion Reinhardt” — the murder of 1.5 million
predominately Polish Jews — and who was now trying to implement the
“Aktion Zamosc” without any regard for losses. Goring, Goebbels and Frank,
however, were against it as in their view it caused unnecessary unrest in the
hinterland of the front and substantial economic losses!!.

There is also a link between the “Aktion Zamosc” and the Holocaust:
More than 1,000 Poles were deported to Berlin to replace Jews working in
the armaments industry who with their families in return were deported
to Auschwitz!?. There also seems to be a connection between the “Aktion
Zamosc” and the Volhynia massacres of Ukrainian Nationalists against Poles:
The Germans deliberately tried to intensify the antagonism between Poles and
Ukrainians in order to use it for their own purposes. Thus, Ukrainian policemen
took part in the expulsions of Poles. Moreover, several thousand Ukrainians
were resettled in homes from which Poles had previously been expelled®. It
must be clarified whether and to what extent the Polish-Ukrainian fighting
that began in 1943 was connected with the “Aktion Zamosc”.

The “Aktion Zamosc” has a specific place in the history of German
occupation, deportation and extermination policies. Until now, it has been
neglected by international research, although a large number of edited sources
are available. The “Aktion Zamosc” can be considered as a laboratory for
the demographic policies of Nazi Germany in Eastern Europe, the biggest
deportation concept in history. It shows the German structures and policies
of deportation, its fatal consequences including mass murder, but also the
reactions of society and the limits of German violent rule in Eastern Europe.

10 Thd., 160; Wasser. Neugestaltung, 230—1.
11 Zamojszczyzna 1, 15—16; Wasser, Neugestaltung, 227.

2 Danuta Czech, Kalendarium der Ereignisse im Konzentrationslager Auschwitz-
Birkenau 1939-1945. Reinbeck bei Hamburg 1989, 358—60, 427-9.

13 Zamojszczyzna 1, 15; Klukowski, Tagebuch, 435.



THE LANDINGS IN SICILY: SOLDIERS’ AND CIVILIANS’
PERCEPTION OF A WARTIME ENCOUNTER

Simonetti Fabio
(University of Reading, UK)

The Imperial War Museum (London, UK), a leading resource for the study
of the history of contemporary conflict, has recently celebrated its centenary.
The IWM was founded in 1917, while the First World War battlefields were
still claiming countless lives, to provide a national war museum to record the
events of what was then known as the Great War.

According to its founders’ vision, the museum would have a dual role as a
place both of commemoration and of research. Today IWM’s role is to address
and interpret the history and memory of 20 and 21* century conflict, showing
how these events affected people’s lives and shaped today’s world.

With its vast, heterogeneous collection of objects, artworks, photos and
films, documents and sound archives and its specialist library, the museum is
committed to maintaining its leading role in promoting innovative research
into aspects of the Second World War. A current indication of IWM'’s efforts
is the reinterpretation and complete renovation of its Second World War and
Holocaust galleries, due to open in 2021.

Furthermore, the newly established IWM Institute, which aims to increase
the public understanding of war and conflict, is a significant development
in the museum’s promotion of itself as a place for discussion, debate, and
innovative approaches to studying the past. IWM also recruits three new
doctoral researchers every year under its Collaborative Doctoral Partnership
scheme, a collaboration with the Arts and Humanities Research Council. My
own research, based on the study of the wartime encounters between British
soldiers and Italian civilians during the 1943—1947 Allied invasion, liberation
and consequent occupation of Italy, is part of this scheme, which sees over
50 students embedded in cultural organisations each year.

Multidisciplinary studies of wartime encounters aim to analyse how war
shapes the sphere of human relations. By shifting the focus away from the
battlefields, the centre of the discourse becomes the transnational clash of
cultures that takes place in war zones when people thrown together by the
circumstances of war come face to face. In light of the increased availability of
autobiographical sources such as memoirs and diaries, as well as the widespread
use of oral history interviews, it is now particularly fruitful to focus on the
construction of a more nuanced and complex social history of war.
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The study of wartime encounters urged me to privilege researching and
visiting the actual places where these clashes took place and that British
soldier-travellers described in their own recollections. The desire to follow in
their footsteps and to interview eyewitnesses who could still remember those
days derives from the will to understand the perception both sides had of each
other. Tracking down, meeting and interviewing people from London, Sicily
and Rome has definitely widened my perception of these events and has made
me see the variety of individuals’ responses to historical events from different
angles.

With my presentation, I would like to highlight aspects of British soldiers’
and Ttalian civilians’ perception of their very first encounter on 10 July
1943, the day of the Allied invasion of Sicily. This amphibious operation —
the largest of the whole war in terms of divisions involved — represented an
important turning point in the course of the conflict. While the Red Army
had been bearing the weight of the German attack against the Soviet Union
for two years, following the end of the victorious North-African Campaign,
Anglo-American forces were finally ready to bring the war back to Europe —
the heart of the Axis powers — for the first time since 1940.

From the very beginning, despite the Allied authorities’ concerns over
the reception the first Anglo-American soldiers would receive from the
civilians of an enemy country, these soldiers predominantly experienced very
little hostility from the war-weary Sicilians. The most common image of the
liberation of Italian towns shows Allied soldiers in the act of giving chocolate
and cigarettes to overjoyed civilians in the streets. For the Italians, the moment
of liberation represented a perfect ‘ending’ to their war, while for the soldiers,
their reception was a surprise and a relief which were impossible to forget.

William Watson, of the Durham Light Infantry, was one of those who
recalled the surprisingly warm welcome in Sicily: ‘Some were delighted to see
us, wanted to be free from Italy and be part of the British Empire. I remember
myself that I was kissed by some Sicilian girl from the town’'.

The experience of British veteran Roy Quinton is even more poignant.
His marriage in 1946 to an Italian woman, with whom he still lives, embodies
a legacy of a very positive wartime encounter. When I interviewed him, he
recalled the experience of marching through the newly liberated towns: ‘It was
impossible these people were our enemies, they were so friendly. [...] Every
village we went through the people would come out with bottles of wine and
they were so pleased the German occupation had come to an end that they
made themselves drunk on their own wine! And once we got there they were
weeping. Every village was the same and they didn’t feel threatened by us™.

However, while this indisputable but simplistic version of events certainly
contains elements of truth, a deeper examination of individual experiences
unveils both parties’ fear and suspicion of each other. The imbalance of power
could lead to mutual distrust: ‘“The natives seem to be very friendly,” wrote one

' TWM, Sound 10420/49: Watson W.I.
2 Interview with Quinton R. by F. Simonetti.
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British serviceman, ‘clapping their hands and giving the V sign, but I suppose
they would just put a knife in your back as not’™.

In those uncertain hours, small and isolated communities predominantly
composed of women, children and the elderly, appeared particularly
vulnerable. The first encounter between soldiers and locals in the Sicilian
village of Mazzarrone remembered by Maria Amato, a four-year-old girl at the
time, shows the extent of the suspicion on both sides. The dilemma of how to
receive unknown invaders without angering them caused panic in her village
when the rumour of their approach spread. In the end, they decided to offer
them what they considered their most precious possession in wartime: a large
amount of handmade spaghetti with tomato sauce that was prepared by the
terrified local women and served in the main village square with their own
red wine. The Allied soldiers were taken aback by the reception they received:
‘they were really surprised’, Amato recalled. ‘They looked at it, they knew it
was good, but they didn’t want to try it". The suspicious soldiers demanded
that children from the village tasted it first, before trusting them and helping
themselves.

As many more examples show, uncertainty, fear and even hatred shaped
memories of the invasion. Such recollections stand in contrast to the more
familiar image of the applause given to triumphant soldiers on liberation day.
In the ‘era of the witness’ as ‘bearer of history”, oral history, a discipline that
considers people who experienced conflict as individuals by analysing their
memory and representation of historical events, acquires a critical relevance
in the reconstruction of how the war was perceived by its protagonists. It
becomes evident how these marginalised experiences acquire their place in
the larger whole, where the image of the ‘overjoyed’ first encounter does not
exclude other experiences, but rather cohabits alongside them, as an important,
realistic counterpoint to the national narrative and more embedded vie.

3 The National Archives (London), WO 204,/10381.
Interview with Amato M. by F. Simonetti.
5 Wieviorka A. The Era of the Witness (Cornell University Press, 2006).



FROM <«SOVIET PEOPLE» TO «<OUR GRANDFATHERS»:
COLLECTIVE MEMORY OF VICTORY DAY

Steiner Anna
(Ludwig Boltzmann Institut fiir Kriegsfolgenforschung, Austria)

The definition of festivals and public holidays and how to celebrate them
in public is a powerful tool in the repertoire of power politics. The decision on
what is to be remembered and what is to be forgotten doubles as a decision
on what is considered to be fundamental to the ideology of a group or a state.
Ideological self-understanding, the understanding of national identity, is
based on the collective memory of a nation, which is codified in turn through
political decisions!.

According to Pierre Nora, “lieux de mémoire”, or “remembrance sites”,
are places, objects or events that have special significance related to a group's
collective memory. Such a lieu de mémoire for, first, the Soviet Union and then
the Russian Federation is Victory Day. The contents of the collective memory
have not remained static, but have developed along the — often asymmetric —
tension between political self-legitimation and societal needs.

This paper aims show how “Victory Day” has changed from a Soviet to a
Russian remembrance site and of which elements it consists. The Soviet Union’s
victory over Nazi Germany is still an essential, if not the most essential, part of
the collective memory of the Russian Federation. Vladimir Putin emphasized
that when he said in his speech on May 9, 2015 at the Red Square: “The Great
Victory will always be the heroic highlight of our country‘s history” — the
Russian Federation’s history. Having taken over the legal succession of the
Soviet Union, the Russian Federation has also appropriated its memory and
discovered it as an identity-building component for its own purposes.

A longitudinal study of the anniversary years from 1955 to 2015, focusing
on the official memory practice (public speeches of party leaders and Pravda
articles on and around the May 9), shows which reinterpretations and breaks

! Petnes  Nicolas (2008), Kulturwissenschaftliche Gedéichtnistheorien zur
Einfiihrung. Hamburg: Junius; Assmann Jan (1992), Das Kulturelle Gedéchtnis. Schrift,
Erinnerung und politische Identitdt in frithen Hochkulturen. Miinchen: C.H. Beck.

2 Administratsiya prezidenta Rossii (2015), My preklonyaemsya pered vsemi,
kto nasmert' stojal za kazhduju ulitsu, kazhdyj dom, kazhdyj rubezh Otchisny. (Speech
by Vladimir Putin, 9.5.2015, available at: http://kremlin.ru/events/president/
transcripts/49438 [4.2.2020]).
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the holiday as a remembrance site has experienced over time and also which
continuities have persisted and still exist over the years.

1) Of course, the crucial role of victors in World War IT used to be accorded
to the Red Army and the Soviet people. In Soviet times, it was said that the
socialist social order laid the foundation for success. This social order was
presided over by the Communist Party, which was recognized as the organizer
and initiator of Victory.

Within the party, Stalin‘s leadership role, which had led the Soviet people
to victory in the spirit of Lenin, was emphasized until the 20th Congress of the
Communist Party. After being erased from official memory, Lenin to a certain
extent took over the role of spiritual forefather of Victory. 29 years later it
was enough for Gorbachev the mention the name of Stalin in his Victory Day
speech to elicit roaring applause from his audience®. At a Victory Day parade
five years later he elaborated on Stalin’s strategic decisions during and before
the Great Patriotic War, offering a comprehensive critique®.

Victory was used in retrospect to legitimize the socialist order as a whole.
Thus, victory was used by the party leadership as evidence of the moral
superiority of the Soviet Union and socialist order. In this respect, victory
represented the starting point of a new era.

With the collapse of the Soviet Union, the notion of socialism as a
precondition of victory finally disappeared. It has not become part of the
Russian memory.

Until 1985, the Soviet people were always named collectively, without any
national distinction, as the winner. A tendency towards individualization —
or fragmentation — began in 1985, when Gorbachev named the individual
nationalities in his Victory Day speech for the first time’, and peaked in
1990. This year, particular attention was paid to the argument that it was
primarily the cohesion across ethnic borders that had led to victory in the
Great Patriotic War — which sounded like an appeal for common ground as
one could only be victorious when united.

In 1992, a “hangover mood” still seemed to hang over Victory Day?®.
However, the Russian leadership soon discovered this remembrance site.
On March 13, 1993 an order” was issued to the effect that the peoples of the
Russian Federation have made a huge contribution to victory and that it

3 Doklad tovarishcha Gorbacheva. Pravda 9.5.1985: p. 2.

4 Doklad M.S. Gorbacheva. Pravda 9.5.1990: p. 2

> Pravda No. 129 (24386), Bessmertnyj podvig sovetskogo naroda. Doklad
tovarishcha Gorbacheva. Pravda 9.5.1985: p. 1-3.

6 Pravda No. 67 (26821), Krivomazov Nikolaj, Ne zabyvaj, malysh, pobedili vse-
taki my! Pravda 13.5.1992: p. 1.

7 O Podgotovke Prazdnovaniju 50-letija Pobedy v Velikoj Otechestvennoj vojne
1941-1945. Postanovlenie VS RF from 13.05.1993 Ne 4963—1 (Order of the Supreme
Soviet of the Russian Federation was prepared to prepare for the celebrations of the
50th anniversary of the Victory in the Great Patriotic War 1941-1945).
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was therefore their duty to commemorate the heroic the older generations®.
Since then the Victory has served to strengthen a patriotic attachment to the
Russian Federation.

2) For a long time, the group of victims of the War had been the one shown
the least differentiation in official reports, mentioned the casualties among
“the Soviet people”, but avoided mentioning individual fates. A trend towards
greater involvement of family memory, which primarily included the heroes
but also the victims of the War consolidated itself over time and is more topical
than ever in today‘s Russian Federation. When Brezhnev directly addressed
widows and orphans in his Victory Day speech in 1965, the level of personal
suffering became a substantial part of Soviet memory, if at first only hesitantly.

Since 1985 veterans have been encouraged to share their memories
with later generations who have no first-hand experience of the War®.
Victory was no longer part of everyone‘s experience (“critical threshold”,
J. Assmann). Therefore it proved to be necessary for the leadership to resort
to communicative memory, which is maintained through intergenerational
dialogue.

The official narrative has given more and more space to personal suffering.
This trend continues in Russian remembrance. Remembrance within family
memory offers the essential advantage that following generations can be more
easily linked to the memory through a personal connection.

This change from a collective number of victims to individuals with whom
personal relationships exist can also be seen in Vladimir Putin‘s speech!! on
the 70th anniversary of victory over “fascism” in 2015. By commemorating the
killed grandfathers, mothers, and brothers and thus including communicative
memory in the official narrative, Putin not only established a personal
connection between the audience and the victims. At the same time, he also
cleverly strengthened unity and pointed to continuities with visitors and
veterans from former Soviet republic.

8 Cf. Ibidem.

9 Pravda No. 129 (17081), 9.5.1965: Velikaja Pobeda Sovetskogo Naroda. Doklad
Tovarishcha L.I. Brezhneva. Pravda 9.5.1965: p. 1-4.

10 Vernost' leninskomu znameni. Vstrecha s Zentral'nom Komitete KPSS s
veteranami Velikoj Otechestvennoj vojny. Pravda: 6.5.1985: p. 1-2.

" Administratsiya prezidenta Rossii (2015), My preklonyaemsya pered vsemi,
kto nasmert’ stojal za kazhduju ulitsu, kazhdyj dom, kazhdyj rubezh Otchisny (Speech
by Vladimir Putin, 9.5.2015, available at: http://kremlin.ru/events/president/
transcripts/49438 [4.2.2020]).



MEMORY OF THE HOLOCAUST IN COMMUNIST ROMANIA

Teodorescu Horia-Gabriel
(University of Cambridge, UK)

In June 1941, Romanian troops joined their German allies in the invasion
of the Soviet Union. The goal of this campaign was to regain the territories
that had been lost to the USSR in 1940, Bessarabia and North Bukovina. Ion
Antonescu, a fervent antisemite and the country’s de facto leader, ordered
army and police commanders to “cleanse the Bessarabian land” of its “Jewish
element”!. Subsequently, Romanian authorities carried out a systematic policy
of deportation and mass murder of the Jews in Bessarabia and Bukovina; many
of them were sent to concentration camps in Transnistria, where they were
killed together with Ukrainian Jews. Based on the conclusions of the Elie
Wiesel Commission on the Holocaust in Romania, the country was responsible
for the murder of between 280 000 and 380 000 Jews during the Second World
War, second only to Germany in this regard

The country’s Stalinization after the war made any reckoning with these
crimes impossible. The new Communist regime, though anti-fascist in theory,
was more interested in consolidating its power than in examining the country’s
wartime record. In its quest for popular support, the regime constructed
a comfortable and false narrative of a morally pure country, yearning for
social justice and forced into the anti-Soviet war by a clique of pro-German
politicians. This story ignored the mass support for fascist parties among
Romanians during the 1930s; it also obscured the fact that the reoccupation
and ethnic cleansing of Bessarabia and Bukovina had been key war goals for
Antonescu, emphasizing instead the few months spent after August 1944
on the Allied side. The erasure of the Holocaust from public memory was a
natural consequence of this remembrance policy: from monographs to school
textbooks, historical works minimized or even negated the existence of any
state-driven genocidal policy. Even when war crimes were recognized, the
Jewishness of those killed was erased, with communists and anti-fascist
workers being awarded the status of primary victims.

! Shapiro P. The Kishinev Ghetto, 1941-1942: A Documentary History of the
Holocaust in Romania’s Contested Borderlands (Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama
Press, 2015), p. 9.

2 Wiesel E. (pres.), Friling T. (ed.), loanid R. (ed.) and Ionescu M.E. (ed.) Raport

Final. Comisia Internationald pentru Studierea Holocaustului in Romania (Iasi:
Polirom, 2004). P. 388.
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The paper presents an archaeological study of this “history cleansing” in
postwar Romania. It examines several factors that shaped the distorted World
War Two narrative that emerged during the late 1940s. Firstly, it argues
that communist ideology was structurally unable to scrutinize the nature of
fascism and its associated crimes, as it regarded ethnic and religious conflicts
as nothing but class struggles in disguise. Particular attention is given to the
ideological debates within Romanian Marxism between revisionists such
as Lucretiu Patrascanu and hardline ideologues who followed the narrow
Dimitrovian definition of fascism as the terrorist culmination of the most
reactionary and imperialist elements of finance capital. Secondly, the paper
shows that the Stalinist regime instrumentalized anti-fascism in its quest for
power, promoting a binary logic under which all of its political opponents
were branded as “fascists”, while communists became the sole victims of
wartime crimes. Thirdly, the article touches upon the issue of antisemitism
among leading Romanian communists who, starting in the early ’50s, purged
their Jewish colleagues from the Party in an action mirroring Stalin’s “anti-
cosmopolitan” campaign.

After tracing the erasure of the Holocaust’s memory to these postwar
developments, the paper explores the subject’s treatment in educational and
scholarly writing during the period. It discusses Mihail Roller’s 1947 model
history textbook, which declared that “the thousands of victims of fascist
camps were democratic citizens”, thus starting the erasure of the Holocaust’s
memory from public education®. The paper also looks at several important
academic volumes published during the 1950s and 1960s, most of which made
no mention of the mass killing of Jews by Romanian soldiers and gendarmes
during the war. The official censorship of incriminatory books, such as
Matatias Carp’s Cartea Neagra or Patrascanu’s “Romania’s Basic Problems”
is also addressed, together with the general inaccessibility of archives and
sources related to the Holocaust.

The last section of the paper examines the evolution of the Holocaust’s
memory after 1989. The emphasis here is on the contrast between the official
recognition of state responsibility for the crimes and the continuing ignorance
of the subject among a large majority of Romanians. The opening of the
archives and governmental support for research have catalysed the scholarly
study of the Romanian Holocaust over the past three decades, leading to
the emergence of a large body of quality academic work. Holocaust denial,
however, remains widespread among the general population and the paper
addresses, in its concluding remarks, the need for further boosting education
on the subject in the public realm.

3 Roller M. et. al. Istoria Romaniei. Manual unic pentru clasa a VIII-a secundari
(Bucuresti: Editura de Stat, 1947), pp. 767—768.



CIIICOK OPTAHU3AIINIA, MPUHUMAIOIINX YYACTHUE
B KOHOEPEHIINU «KJINO-2020»

Aszepbaitmkanckuii Tocyapersernbiit [legarornuecknii Yausepcurer
(Asepbaiigkanckas pecry0JmKa)

AO «ABunon Asromo6uabHas [pytma»

Apxus Poccuiickoii akageMuu HayK

Benopycckuii rocyraperBennbiii ynusepeuter (Pecrybimka Benapycn)

BnagnBoctokcknit human /[anbHeBOCTOYHOTO I0PUANIECKOTO HHCTUTYTA
MB/I Poccun

Bouarorpackuii rocyiapcTBeHHbIN YHUBEPCUTET

TocynapcTBenmbIil akaleMUUYeCKUT YHUBEPCUTET TYMAaHUTAPHBIX HAYK

Tocynapcrsennbiii apxus Poccuiickoit Depepariu

TocynapcTBeHHBIN apXUB HOBEIiIIeH HCTOPUE YIbSIHOBCKOI 001acTH
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JlambHeBOCTOUHBIN (he/lepabHbIN YHUBEPCUTET
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MocKoBCKUI rOCyTapCTBEHHbBIN JTUHIBUCTUUYECKUN YHUBEPCUTET

MOCKOBCKHIT TOCYaPCTBEHHBIH 06JJaCTHON YHUBEPCUTET

MockoBcknii rocyilapcTBeHHBIN yHnBepceuteT nMenn M.B. Jlomonocosa

MocKOBCKUI 1TeIarornyecKuii TocyIapCTBEHHbIN YHUBEPCUTET

Myseit uctopun ropoza SApocsianis

Myseii-nanopama «Bbopoaunckas 6utsa»

MyHuIUIIaTbHOE aBTOHOMHOE 00111e06pa3oBaTeIbHOE YUPEKIACHUE CPETHISA
obmreo6pasoBaresnbHast mkosa Ne 17 1. Jlumenka

Haumonanbensrii apxus Pecrybimkn Berapych

HanuonanbHblii nccie0BaTeIbCKUN YHUBEPCUTET
«BpIcmas mkoza 5KOHOMUKI>
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Harmonansusiit Myseit ictopun Asepbaiiskana
(Asepbaiimxanckas Peciry6ika)

ObbenuHeHHbli rocyaperBeHtbiil apxus YeasGuuckoil obaactu

00O «Pocroger» B 1. PoctoB-na-/lony

Poccwuiickas akageMust HAPOJHOTO XO3SHCTBA 1 TOCYIAPCTBEHHON CITyKObI
npu [Ipesunenrte Poccuiickoit Mepepanym

Poccuiickas akajemust HayK

Poccwuiickuit rocymapcTBeHHbIl apxuB B T. Camape

Poccuiickuii rocyiapcTBeHHbIN apXUB HOBENIIEH UCTOPUM

Poccuiicknii rocyiapcTBeHHBIN apXUB COIMUATBHO-TIOTUTUYECKON UCTOPUM

Poccniickuii rocyapctBeHHbIN apxB (hOHOJIOKYMEHTOB

Poccuiickuii rocyapcTBeHHbIN I'YMaHUTAPHbII YHUBEPCUTET

Poccuiickuii rocyapcTBeHHBIN COIMATbHBIN YHUBEPCUTET

Poccuiicknii negarornuecknii ynusepcureT uM. lepiiena

Poccuiickuit rexnosnorndeckuii yuusepcurer — MUPIA

Poccuiicknit yHUBepCHTET TPAHCTIOPTA

Camapckuit puran MocKOBCKOTO TOPOICKOTO MeIarornyecKoro
YHUBEPCUTETA

Cankr-Ilerep6yprekuii HHCTUTYT MCTOpUE PoccHiicKoi akaieMun HayK

Cesepubiit Apkrnueckuit @enepanbubiit yausepceurter uM. M.B. Jlomonocosa

CMOJTeHCKMIT TOCYTaPCTBEHHBIN YHUBEPCUTET

CypryTckuii rocy/1apcTBEHHBIN TIeIarOTMUeCKIH YHUBEPCUTET

TBepckoil rocy/1apcTBeHHbIII YHUBEPCUTET

Ypanbckuii henepanbubiii ynusepcuteT umenu b.H. Enpiimna

VYuebHo-HayuHblil Mesoamepukanckuii entp um. 10.B. Knopososa

XynoxxecTBeHHBIN My3elt JpHcTa HeussectHoro

[lenTp goKyMeHTaIMK HOBeliel nctopun Bosrorpaackoii obractu

[lenTp goKyMeHTaLUK HOBeliIel ucTopun YAMYPTCKOU pecirybiuku

LlenTp AOKyMeHTAIMK HOBeliel nctopun JpocaaBekoil obracTu

[HenTpanbHblil TOCYIAPCTBEHHBIN APXUB UCTOPUKO-TIOJUTUYECKUX
nokymentoB Caukt-IlerepGypra

HenTpanbubiii Mmy3eit TaBpuzbt

[OxnH0-Poccuticknii mactutyT ynpasaenns PAHXul'C

ApocaaBckuit rocy1apcTBEHHBIN MEAMITUHCKUH yHUBEepcuTeT MuUH3IpaBa
Poccun

ApocaaBckuit rocyIapCTBEHHBIH 1eIaroTHYeCKUuil YHUBEPCUTET
um. K./JI. Ymmmnckoro

Alpen-Adria-Universitat Klagenfurt (Austria)

Deutscher Bundestag (Germany)

Ecole nationale des Chartes (France)

Imperial War Museum (UK)

Institute of Historical Research (UK)

Ludwig Boltzmann Institut fiir Kriegsfolgenforschung (Austria)

Sapienza University of Rome (Italy)

University of Cagliari (Italy)
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University of Calabria (Italy)
University of Cambridge (UK)
University of Iceland (Iceland)
University of Mannheim (Germany)
University of Reading (UK)
University ‘Roma Tre’ (Italy)



CBEJIEHHUS Ob ABTOPAX

AnexcannpoBa Arna KoHcTanTuHOBHA — Hay4dHbId cOTpyAHUK OTesna
coBpemMenHol ucropuu crpan [lentpanbhoit n IOro-Bocrounoit EBponer -
crutyTa ciaBsiHoBesiennst PAH, k.1, anna.k.aleksandrova@gmail.com

Amumkanos Baxtuep AGamxakumoud — jgoktopant MHeruryra Boc-
TokoBezieHust uM. AGy Paiixana Bepynu (Ys6ekucran), K.u.H., balimdjanov@
gmail.com

Apremosa Codbs Buagmmuposhna — cryzentka Daxysbsrera apXxuBHO-
ro gena UAW PITY u Uncturyra Ilcuxonoruu um. Beirorckoro PITY,
artemovasofyavl@gmail.com

Axpamosuu Hartanbs Bagumosna — acniupanTka Vctopudeckoro dhaxyib-
Tera MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYIapCTBEHHOTO YHIBepcuTeTa nmenn M.B. Jlomonoco-
Ba, Impeccable434@yandex.ru

Baruposa Hapmun [laBys — T71aBHBIN CIIENUAINACT OT/e/Ia HAYYHOH 9KC-
NO3UINN 1 opraHusanuu BeictaBok Harmonansnoro Mysest Victopun Asep-
Gaiipskana, nbagirova@mail.ru

baxanos Ainekceir MIBanoBuu — ryiaBHbIN crenmaanct OTaesna 1CIo/b30-
BaHUs JOKYMEHTOB PoccHiicKOTO rocyiapcTBEHHOTO apXuBa COIMAIbHO-TI0-
JIUTHYECKOI UCTOPUH, K.W.H., aleksej-bakanov@yandex.ru

Bananauna Osecsa AnekcanpoBaa — Bepymuii apxusuct OTjiesia HAy4HO-
ny6JIMKaTOPCKON M BBICTAaBOUHON paboThl IleHTPaIbHOrO roCyAapCTBEHHOTO
apXuBa UCTOPUKO-TIONUTHYECKHX JokyMeHToB Cankt-IleTepOypra, acnupant-
ka PTTIY um. A.U. Tepriena, olesya.balandina@inbox.ru

BapaGanosa Kcenus CepreeBha — Beyliid HayYHbIH COTPYAHUK JJabopa-
TOPUU UCTOPUYECKHX HccaenoBannii CypryTcKoro rocy1apcTBEHHOTO Mearo-
IMYeCKOTO YHUBEPCUTETA, K.1.H., barabanova13@gmail.com

Baros Amum TumypoBuy — 3aMecTuTeN b TeHepaabHoro aupexropa OO0
«Pocroseny, marucrpant IOPMY PAHXul'C, alimbatov@mail.ru

Beknenntiesa Mapusa BuagumupoBHa — acnimpaHTka Ypasibckoro dene-
panpHoro yHusepcutera uM. nepsoro IIpesunenta Poccun B.H. Enbuuna,
bekmo88@yandex.ru

Bensko Tne6 CepreeBud — cryseHT MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYAapCTBEHHOTO
yHuBepcutera nmern M.B. Jlomonocosa, beljkoffgleb@mail.ru
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Bonpapenko Buagumup WMropeBuu — jorieHT Kadeapbl 0OMECTBEHHBIX
HAyK U OpraHu3alnu 37ipaBooxpanenst KybaHCKoro MeuInHCKOTO HHCTHTY -
Ta, K.W.H., bondarenko89@list.ru

Baamnmuposa Exatepnna JlenncoBna — riaBHbIH ciennanict OTaesna Ha-
YUHO-MCCIIEN0BATENbCKONW paboThl IleHTpa MOKyMEeHTAalu HOBEHInel ncTo-
puu Boarorpackoii obnactu, Etoile-0507 @yandex.ru

Bosnkos Anzpeii BstuecmaBoBuu — acrimpantT Daxysbrera robaibHBIX
nporteccoB MOCKOBCKOTO TOCyIapcTBeHHOTO yHUBepcuTeTa nMenn M.B. Jlo-
MOHOCOBa, springs89@mail.ru

Boponunna Esrenusi BasmepbeBHa — HayuHblil cotpynnuk Mcropuuecko-
ro llenTpa kadenpsl rymMaHUTApHBIX HayK MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYIapCTBEHHOTO
JIMHTBUCTUYECKOTO YHUBEPCUTETA, ewg.voronina(14@yandex.ru

TonoBanosa Esena AnexcanapoBHa — cHerUajncT mo KoHTeHTy B AO
«ABuion ABromobusbHas [pynmnas, golovanova.elenka@gmail.com

Tonosuna Esrenus JleonunmoBna — ruaBubiii crienuanuct LlenTpa moky-
MeHTallMK HoBelilrell nctopun Bosrorpaackoii obmactu, nagitchka@inbox.ru

Topuienun Asekcanap Bragumuposud — go1eHT Kadeapbl ryMaHuTap-
HBIX guctuiind Meaununckoro yausepeutera «Peasuss> r. Camapbl, K.U.H.,
aleksandr _gorshenin@rambler.ru

Ipunienko CsiTocsaB AjekcanipoBuy — JOIEHT Kadeapbl MHOCTPAHHBIX
SI3BIKOB PoccHIICKOTO TeXHOJorndeckoro yuuBepcureta — MUPIA, k.u.m.,
svjatoslav11@bk.yu

Iynxos Naba AptypoBud — MarucTpanT /laabHeBocTOuHOTO (heepansbHo-
ro yHUBepcUTeTa, gudkov.ia96@gmail.com

IyceB Anexcannp Asekcanaposuu — maructpant l[ocymapcrBeHHoro aka-
JIEMIYECKOTO YHUBEPCUTETA TYMAaHUTAPHBIX HAYK, aagusev95 Qyandex.ru

EmemnbsinoBa Exkarepuna Oserosna — maructpantka CeBepHoro Apkrude-
cxoro Denepanbroro yausepcurera um. M.B. JlomorocoBa, emelyanovab5@
gmail.com

Edumo Anpmpeit AsexcanipoBuy — Hay4yHbll coTpynHuk CaHKT-
[Terepbyprekoro uactuTyTa ctopunr PAH, k.1.1., aaefimov5@gmail.com

Kaman Anekcanap Bragumuposua — crapinuii npemnojaBateib Kadeapsl
TaKTHUKO-CIIeIINAIbHON, OTHEBOH M (DU3NYEeCKOI MOATOTOBKU BiaamBocTok-
ckoro dunmana [lanbHeBocTouHOrO Iopuandeckoro nuctutyra MB/I Poccuu,
K.LH., awzhadan252@mail.ru

JKuBorosa Ilosmua AnzspeeBHa — CTyAeHTKA (DaKyJIbTETA MOJUTOJOTUN
MockoBckoro rocymapcTBeHHoro yauBepcutera umenn M.B. Jlomonocosa,
polina-zhivotova@bk.ru
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JKuposa Hazmexna CepreeBHa — y4ymTesb MCTOPUM U OOIIECTBO3HAHUS
MAQOY COIII Ne17 r. JIunenka, K.u.H., nadezdalip @yandex.ru

/KoxoBa Anacracust AsekcaHapoBHa — cTyleHTKa MHctutyTa dhumosoran
u ucropun Poccuiickoro rocy1apcTBEHHOTO I'yMaHUTAPHOTO YHUBEPCUTETA,
meshkowa.anastasya2015@yandex.ru

Kyrosa [Omusg AsekcanapoBHa — 3aMecTUTENb Tpejcenaresns KpacHo-
JapCKOW PErmoHaNbHOM OGIIECTBEHHON TTOMCKOBO-UCCIEA0BATEIbCKON Opra-
Huzarn «Boicotas, visota_org region@mail.ru

JKypxuna Anacracusi Asiekcan/IpoBHa — IJIaBHbII crierranucT Poccuiicko-
T'0 TOCY/IAPCTBEHHOTO apXUBa HOBeIilIei ucropuu, acnupanTka [ocynapcTBen-
HOTO aKaJIeMUYeCKOTO YHUBEPCUTETa TYMAaHUTAPHBIX HAyK, nastasjatauron@
gmail.com

3BepeBa Mapus CeMeHOBHA — cTyeHTKa MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYIapCTBEHHO-
ro yauBepcuteta umenn M.B. JlomonocoBa, manutaz@mail.ru

VBanos Bauecnas AnekcannpoBud — 5KCKypcoBof IleHTpasbHOro Mysest
TaBpusl, K.1W.H., slavik1855@gmail.com

Mpanosa Osbra IOpeeBHa — ponent CMOJTEHCKOTO TOCYAapCTBEHHOTO
YHHUBEPCUTETA, K.1.H., olga05ivanova@mail ru

Karopxxesckuit [laBen HuxosaeBuu — maructpanT Kadeapbl TOJIUTOJIO-
ruu 1opundeckoro daxyssrera Besopycckoro rocyiapcTBeHHOTO YHUBEPCH-
tera, Peciiybiiuka Benapycs, katarzheuski@gmail.com

Kunpskos Cepreit AsekcanapoBuu — mpecenarenh KpacHomapckoii pe-
THOHAJIBHOW  OOIIECTBEHHONW MOMCKOBO-MCCIEI0OBATENLCKON  OpraHu3annm
«Bricorar, visota_org_region@mail ru

Kosnosa Csetnana IOpbeBna — ydensiii cekpetapb My3ses uctopuu ropo-
na SIpocnasist, K..H., libushe19@yandex.ru

Koxreirun Butanuit BasepbeBry — ryIaBHBIIH CIIEIUATICT HAYYHO-UHMOP-
MaIFOHHOTO oT/iesia Pocciickoro rocy1lapcTBEHHOTO apXuBa (hOHOIOKYMEH-
TOB, nio.rgafd@gmail.com

Konosnu Eprenms MakcnmoBHa — cTyzfeHTKa (haKyIbTeTa TOIUTOIOTAN
MockoBcKoro rocymapcTBeHHoOTo yHuBepcuteta umenun M.B. JlomoHocoBa,
Konovich@polit.msu.ru

Kopiurynos [lannna AuipeeBuy — cTyeHT Poccriickoro rocyiapcTBeHHO-
0 COIMAILHOTO YHUBEpcuTeTa, diotron@yandex.ru

Kocwnuenko VMsan HukntoBrd — accuctent YdueGHo-HayuHOro Mesoame-
pukanckoro mentpa nMm. [0.B. Knopososa Poccuiickoro rocymapcTBeHHOTO
TYMaHUTapHOTO YHUBEPCUTETA, K.I.H., ivan.kosichenko@gmail.com
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Kynmunok CsgarocsiaB BaseHTMHOBHY — 3aMeCTUTENb 3aBEAYIONIETO OT-
nestoM nybsukanuii Harmonanbhoro apxusa Pecny6uuku Benapych, K.H.,
sokulinok@tut.by

Kyckos Cepreii AsnexcanapoBuy — corpyaHuk OObeIuHeHHOro Tocyaap-
cTBeHHOro apxnBa YenssOuHCcKoi obmacTu, K.u.1H., kuskov _1981Q@mail.ru

JlanireB Bacunnii AnexceeBud — MarucTpant Poccuiickoro rocyiapcTBes-
HOTO IyMaHUTapHOTO yHUBepcurera, Vasilylap 1996 @gmail.com

JleontheBa Hanmexna Mapnnuuna — actiupant Mctopudeckoro haxyabTe-
Ta MOCKOBCKOTO rocyiapcTBeHHOTO yHuBepcuTera uMenu M.B. Jlomonocosa,

nadleon96 _96@mail.ru

Jlumanosa CetsiaHa AHJpeeBHa — HayuHbld coTpyaHuk Apxusa PAH,
K.JLH. serovasvetlana@mail ru

Jliobomuposa Exarepura Cepreesna — acrupantka Mcrtopudeckoro ¢a-
KyJibTeTa MOCKOBCKOTO TOCyIapcTBeHHOTO yHUBepcuTeTa nmMenn M.B. Jlomo-
HOCOBa, katyal1good@gmail.com

Manyxun Ajekcell AHATOJIbEBUY — CTapINWil HAYYHBIH coTpyaHuK VH-
cruryta Jlatunckoit Amepuku PAH, k.u.u., warcraftdouble@yandex.ru

Mensenes Tumodeit ImMutpueBnd — cTaskep-ucciepoBaTesab MexayHa-
poanoro [lentpa ncropun u corposiorun Bropoit MupoBoii BoiiHbI 1 ee 110-
caencreuit HUY B3, timofey.medvedev.97@mail.ru

MenseneBa Mapuna AnekcanapoBHa — actnimpanTka Kadeapsl Bceobmieit
ucropun SIpoCIaBCKOTO TOCYAapCTBEHHOTO MEAATOTHYECKOT0 YHUBEPCUTETA
mM. K.J1. Ymunckoro, bondarenco21@mail.ru

Mycaepa Caxuba Xanui — npernogasateb kadeapbl ucropun Azepbaii-
skaHa Aszepbaiikanckoro Tocymapersennoro [egarornyeckoro YHuBepcure-
Ta, aliyarbeyova.s@mail ru

Mycuesa /sxkammisgs MannaeBHa — acnmpanTka MoOCKOBCKOTO Tocyaap-
cTBeHHOrO yHUBepcuteTa uMenu M.B. Jlomomnocosa, musdjam@mail.ru

Huxonaesa Omms BaneppeBHa — Bemymuii apxusuct [ocyzapcTBeHHBIIH
apXMB HOBeiilell ncTopun YIbSIHOBCKON obmacTu, Julia nik88@mail.ru

Hosuxos Asexcaunp Cepreesuu — xkypcant Jlonenkoro Boiciiero obie-
BOMCKOBOTO KOMAaHIHOTO yunuina, conf@donvoku.com

Hosuxosa Enmmzasera MBanosna —acnmpanT Poccuiickoit akajemMun Ha-
POZHOTrO X034HCTBa U TOCYAapcTBeHHOI cy:k0bl tipu [Ipesunente Poccwuii-
ckoit Depeparu, leonsia21@mail.ru

Hosukosa Mapust OseroBHa — MaructpanTka (hakyJabTeTa MOJUTOJTOTI
MockoBckoro rocymapcTBeHHoro yuuBepcutera umenn M.B. JlomoHocOBa,
mariya.novikoval@mail.ru
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Hockosa Anacracus [1aBnoBra — cryzienTka MOCKOBCKOTO rOCY/1apCTBEH-
HOTO 06/1aCTHOTO YHUBEpcuTeTa, Lissenokliss@yandex.ru

Ocuna Ospra BragumupoBHa — tiaBHbIi crieruaauct Poccutickoro Tocy-
JIApCTBEHHOTO apXuBa HoBelieil ucropuu, acnupanrka MTOY, olgavlshenk@
rambler.ru

Ocnanosa Jlasina Tabutkbisel — cryzentka Eppasuiickoro Harmonanpho-
ro Yuusepcurera uM. JI.H. Tymunesa, Kazaxcraw, invictus0609@gmail.com

[Mumenos Ozer Baagmmuposuu — acmupant Bosrorpazckoro rocynap-
CTBEHHOTO YHUBEpCHUTETa, volgskimugyk@mail ru

[MTumyx Matseit /IMuTpreBUY — TIaBHBIN CIIEIHATNICT OT/IETa KOMILIEK-
TOBAHUSI BEJOMCTBEHHBIX apXMBOB M Jejonpoussogctsa I'A PD, acniupant
WNAWU PITY, pishuk.mat@yandex.ru

ITnex Omeca AnatosbeBHa — HAYYHBIN cOTPyAHUK VHCTHTyTa poccuii-
ckoii ucropun Poccuiickoil akageMuu HayK, K.1.H., plekh@mail ru

[TpoxopoBa TarbsgHa AsnekcaHApoBHA — 3aBeAYIONTUI HAYYHO-aPXUBHBIM
otnesioM locy1apcTBEHHOTO MCTOPUKO-apPXEOJOTUIECKOTO MYy3esi-3aIl0BEIHI-
ka «Xepconec Tappuyeckuii», K.W.H., grejpfrut@mail ru

[TyukoB Baagumup MuxaiiioBud — MarucTpanT (akyabreTa TMOJUTOJIO-
run MOCKOBCKOTo TocyziapcTBeHHOTo yHuBepcutera umern M.B. Jlomonoco-
Ba, v Tpuchkov@yandex.ru

[Tyuynuna Oxpra EBrenbeBHa — CcTapImil HAYYHBIN COTPYAHNK Kadeapsl
HCTOPUHU CONMAIBHO-TIOJUTHYECKUX YUeHNH (haKyJbTeTa MoJauToN0rn Mo-
CKOBCKOTO TOCYZIapCTBEHHOTO yHUBepcuTeTa nMeHn M.B. JloMoHOCOBA, K. TTO-
JIIT. H., Stkpdv@gmail.com

PamazanoBa Apuna AHzipeeBHa — ruaBHBIH crienranuct OTzaena ayano-
BU3yaJIbHON JokyMeHTanuu llenTpa gokymenrtanun Hoseiimieil ucropun Yui-
MYPTCKOII pecitybiuky, izmajlova_arina@mail ru

Puuak Kupuian BraauMupoBud — ctapuinii HaydYHbIH COTPYAHUK OT/IENa
«Myszeii Tepoes Cosetckoro Cotoza u Poccun» My3sesi-nanopambl «boponns-
ckas OuTBay, K.M.H., riochak@mail.ru

Poibakosa Amacracust AnekcanjapoBHa — MarucTpanTka Camapcko-
ro (uamama MOCKOBCKOIO TOPOJACKOIO IEIarormyeckoro yHUBEPCHUTETa,
Nastuha.97@mail.ru

CasempeBa Matisa IletpoBra — crernmammcet mepBoit kateropun Poccwii-
CKOTO TOCY/ZIAPCTBEHHOTO apXUBa COIMATBHO-TIOJUTUUECKOI UCTOPUH, Mmaya-
1605@mail.ru
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CanoB Bragucnas BragnMupoBud — MarucTpaHT (hakyasTeTa TOJUTONO-
run MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYIapcTBEHHOTO yHuBepcurera numenu M.B. Jlomonoco-
Ba, v-sadoff2013@yandex.ru

CemuBanosa OJibra BraguMupoBHa — C.H.C. — PYKOBOAUTEb TPYIIIIbI KOM-
IJIEKTOBAHUS TMYHBIMU (DOHAMU YYEHBIX U UX HayYHOTO ONMCcanus ApxuBa
PAH, x.u.1., olya84@list.ru

CmuproBa Kcenns IOpbeBHa — HayuHblil coTpyaHuk lcropmueckoro
Ientpa xadenpsr rymManmTapHbIX HayK MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYIapCTBEHHOTO
JIMTHTBUCTUYECKOTO YHUBEPCUTETA

CoGousieB Biagumup AnzipeeBud — HayuHbIH COTPYAHUK (BakyIbTeTa M0-
JUTOJIOTH MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYIapCTBEHHOTO yHUBepcuTeTa MMern M.B. Jlo-
MOHOCOBA, K. TIOJIUT. H., sobvlad1992@yandex.ru

CononoBuukoBa EnuzaBera AngpeeBHa — crynentka HUY BIII,
easolodovnikova@edu.hse.ru

Crapony6ues Anekceit FOpbeBud — cTyieHT MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYIapCTBEH-
HOro obs1acTHOTrO yHUBepcuTeTa, alx.starodubtsev @yandex.ru

CyunoeB MBan HukosaeBuu — crapmuii HaydHbIil cotpyanuk Otaena xpa-
HEHHS U N3y4eHnsd My3eHHBIX IPeAMEeTOB U KoJtekiuii KocrpoMckoro rocy-
JAPCTBEHHOTO MCTOPHUKO-aPXUTEKTYPHOTO M XYIO0KECTBEHHOTO MY3esi-3aIio-
BEJIHUKA, K.U.H., iwdoroga@mail ru

TanneBoBa Anacrtacusi BragumMupoBHa — A01IEHT KadeApbl TOJUTOTIOTUN,
HUCTOPUM U COTTMATBHBIX TEXHOJIOTHI Poccuiickoro yHUBEpCHUTETA TPAHCIIOP-
Ta, K.M.H., tantsevova@mail .ru

Tapacos Cranucias ButanbeBnd — acnupanT TBepckoro rocynapcTBeH-
HOTO YHUBEPCUTETA, ctas_tarasov@mail.ru

Tumodeea Mapust AnapeeBHa — TJIaBHBIN creruaaucT Poccuiicko-
TO TOCYJApCTBEHHOTO apXWBa COIUAIbHO-TIOTUTUYECKON UCTOPUU, Mariya.
chekalova.94@mail.ru

TymaxoB [lenuc BacuibeBud — cTapuinii mpernoaBaresib Kadeapbl UCTO-
pun u punocobun ApocaaBcKoro rocyJapCTBEHHOTO MEIUIMHCKOTO YHUBEP-
curera Munsapasa Poccun, k.u.4., denistumakov@yandex.ru

Tioperkosa Jlapsst OsteroBHa — acmupanTka Kadeapbl BeceoOIeit ncropun
TBepCKOro rocyIapcTBEHHOTO YHUBEPCUTETA, d.tyurenkova@yandex.ru

Dapnees JleB AnjipeeBuY — BeAyIUN HAYIHBINH COTPYAHUK XYI0KECTBEH-
Horo mysest dprcra HensBecTHOTO, K.M.H., lev 13 fadeev@yandex.ru

Ouisiea Asmaa VropeBHa — accucTeHT KadeIpbl I'yMaHUTADHBIX JHC-
muiinn daxyssrera «Liberal Arts Colleges MOH PAHXul'C, acniupanTka
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dbakymprera nosutosornn MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYIaPCTBEHHOTO YHUBEPCHTETA
umenu M.B. Jlomonocosa, alinf95@mail ru

XarkeBnd Ajekcanapa AHaTOILEBHA — CTyAEHTKA (PaKyJIbTeTa MOJIUTOJIO-
rum MOCKOBCKOTO roCyIapCTBEHHOTO yHUBepcuTeTa mMenn M.B. Jlomonoco-
Ba, alexandra.moscow@mail.ru

UexkmacoB Mpan AnexcanapoBud — acnupaHT MOCKOBCKOTO Tocyzmap-
CTBEHHOTO 06JIACTHOTO YHUBEPCUTETA, chekan 15@inbox.ru

Uepssikos Pycaan IOnaaneBmy — maructpant Mctopudeckoro gakysibre-
Ta MOCKOBCKOTO rocyiapcTBeHHOTO yHUBepcuTera uMenn M.B. Jlomonocosa,
tcherviakov.ruslan@yandex.ru

YepemyxuH BsuecnaB BiaguciaaBouy — acnupant MHceTuTyTa ictopun
U TOTUTIKN MOCKOBCKOTO 1€/IarOTHYeCKOTO TOCYZIAPCTBEHHOTO YHUBEPCUTE-
Ta, cheremuchin_v_v@mail.ru

UYepnpmmosa /lapes CepreeBuna — maructpanTka Poccniickoro rocymap-
CTBEHHOTO I'YMaHUTAPHOTO YHUBEPCUTETA, COTPYAHUK Poccuiickoro rocyuap-
CTBEHHOTO apXUBa COIUAIBHO-IIOJUTHYECKOI ucTopuu, darya.chernyshova@
inbox.ru

Yuuepun Poman [epmanoBuy — acimpanT MOCKOBCKOTO TOCY/1apCTBEHHO-
ro 00J1acTHOTO YHUBEpCUTETA, ghigherin@gmail.com

Yyakos [Imutpuit MropeBuu — MmaructpanT MOCKOBCKOTO roCy/1apCTBeH-
Horo yHuBepcurera umeHn M.B. Jlomonocosa, Dim_1996ka@mail ru
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Bomyckatomuit pepaxrop H. H. [loromarnosa
Kommbiorepras seperka 1. T. Bozdanosa

JIP Ne 066009 ot 22.07.1998. IToanucano B neuars 23.07.2020
®opmar 60x90/16. TTeyars odbcernas. Yo meu. . 25,5.
Tupazx 200 sk3. 3aka3

Msnarenncrso «IlonmTuueckas aHIMKIONE/ HsT>
127254, Mocksa, Oropojisbiii npoesz, 1. 14
[Tourossrii agpec: 127018, Mocksa, a/s 79.

Teo.: 8 (499) 685-15-75 (0bmuii, hakc),
8 (499) 672-03-95 (ornen peasmsarn)






