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I. INTRODUCTORY NOTE

The following brief essay was written at the request of the
Center for International Studies, Massachusétts Institute of Technology,
for the purpose of comparing Soviet techniqueé of pelitical indoctri-
nation with those of Communist China, specifically as applied toward
prisoners of war, Although many of the findings, outlined in the
following pages, will universally apply to all PWQ that the USSR
has held during and after World War II, inveﬁtigation hag baen
concentrated primarily on the experiences of German FWs.

The method used has been a combination of field interviews
and library research, With regard to small elite groups, such as
the NKFD or the BDO, the object was to obtain as large a sample a3
possible to permit quasi-qQuantitative analyses, In the case of fm
labor camps, the object was to obtain a representative random sampis.
A number of ex-prisoners, now residing in the German Federal Republic,
had writ.ten aut.obiograprfical accdunﬁs which saryed a3 a good
‘start.ing point, both for the 1oaétion of subjects and for procurirg |
some background material. Interviews with thoss subjectis serveci tha
double purpose of filling in on infommation not éavered in jh,heif
written agcounts and on comparing the latter, uauél)y written shortly
after their release from captiviﬁyg with their present recollisctionz.
In sddition, most of these subjects proved useful in discussing &

locating other ex-fellow prisoners., The German Red Cross and a z;umb%:zf
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of West German federal agencies were helpful‘in providing other
contacts. The sample also includes a few ex-prisoners, now in the
service of Communist East Germany.

Interviews would range from two to four hours, using the method
of free association. The interviewing phase was begun only after
the writer had conducted the necessary library research on the
historical events surrounding the prisoner of war issue.

Except for ﬂhe few subjects serving with the East German
regime, the overwhelming majority of the sample is now gainifully
employed in West Germany in business, industry, and the professions.
The few exceptions are retired professicnal soldieré (Gen. v, Ssydliﬁz
successfully fought a court action for his pension in West Germany
following his return from the USSR), individuals with independent
means of income (Count v. Einsiedel is now married to a well-known
German actress), or an occasional free-lancer.

With ﬁhe exception of crimes involving bodily harm‘t@ fellow-
prisoners or causing war crimes sentences as a result of false
accusations, collaboration per se has not been a punishable offence
in west Germany. Thus, returning collaborators faced no leg§i'bars
in finding employment in commerge or privaté industry, or in |
practicing a trade. Limited social disgfimination would seém to have
occurred oniy in a few well-known cases. Former Nazi affiliations
were much more likely to be responsible for enforced changes in

occcupation in some subjects,



A large percentage of the sample had been('boo young for any
«‘oécupational experience prior to captivity, except military service.
Of those who"retumed‘ to their previous occupations, the percentage
of profeésional people was particularly high,

From the outset the reader should bear in mind certain funda-
mental differences between the situation of Americsn PWs in Korea
and German FWs in the USSR s

1. The overwhelming majority of American PWs had no basie
quarrels with either thelr government or ﬁ?uerican peiitical and
social institutions. The few excepticns comprised some memberas of
racial minority groups, especially negroes, a few elements of low-
level income groups, and social misfits., In contrast, there were,
amongst German PWs, distinct groups opposed %o their political regime
at home, or at least to certain aspects of that regime.

2. Both Germany and the USSR were engaged in a life-and-death
struggle, defeat, to whomever it came, being synonymcus with the
collapse of the political regime at home. To the United States and
the Chinese People’s Republic, the Koréan War remained throughout a
localized conflict that did not require ﬁotal employment of all theix
human and material resources (éven though China had to aécap‘h certain
aid from 'the USSR). Such major differences in the waging of war
cbviously would, among other things, influence the treatment of PWs
and their utilization, It meant ito the individual prisoner that, if

and when he would be repatriated, he would either return tc a country



in which the political and social system had remained intact (as wae
the case with American PWs returmning to the United States; or Chinese
PWs returning to the Chinese People's Republic), or he would return
to a defeated country in which the political and sccial s&s‘oem had
collapsed. As the fortunes of war progressively turned against the
Axis powers in World War II; it was the German soldier whose ultimate
fate became incfeasingly uncertain and who was likely to return %o
a vei'y different Germany from the one he had left.

3. The American soldier who collaborated with the enemy had
to accept full responsibility for his actions after repatriation;
his only alternative was to remain in an alien environment: his
German counterpart would automatically be repstriated to Communist-
controlled East Germany, if he originated from that part of the
conntxy s or could choose to be sent there, if flis last domicile had
been in West Gei'manyo The Anierican; then, who collaborated with the
enemy and was unwilling to accept responsibility at home, had to
make a complete break with the past, whereas the CGerman was not
neceaéarily_faced with that predicament, something which in the early
years, however, he could not foresee, for as long as the USSR might
be defeated, his predicament would be worse than that of the GI, @8 he
would have no haven to go to.

li. The American PW, once repatriated, no longer found himself
'in an environment that was manipulated, whereas the German PW who was

returned to East Gemaxiy continued to live in rigidly controlled

surroundings.



5, Finally, there were the differences resulting fram the
dii;ferent. types of conflict fought.- The Soviets held hundreds of
thdusands of German prisoners during the war--a figﬁm that went into
the millions after the total German collapse. It was clear that the
kind of intensive indoctrination carried out by the Chinese of
American soldiers in Korea, could not be intrecduced on the same scale

by the Soviets toward German PWs in World War II.



II. SOVIET INDOCTRINATION OBJECTIVES

In its political indoctrination program directed at FiWg, the

USSR pursued a number of objectives, some of them simultaneously.

1. Fulfillment of Ideological lLegacy

Soviet writers and theoreticiang in the early years of thg
regime had evolved basic tenets governing the trestment cf PWs,
derived from Marxist-leninist concepts of war, revolutionary war,
and wars to which the Soviet peoplss were 2 party. Theses concepts
are sufficiently well known not to need any elaboration here. From
them it s-eemed to develop logically that in any war to which the
RSPSR or later USSR was a party (the latter by definition repre-
senting the interests of the working class) the bulk of the enlisted
men in the enemy's army ought to be considered brothers of the
Soviet people, since they too would have a working class 'baclcgrozmdn
They cenly had to be liberated from the exploitation of their
capitalist bosses, who were represented in the army by the officer
class. Consequently, the Soviet authorities separated officers Ifrom
enlisted men in the PW camps which they took over ffrom the authorities
of the pfovisional government in World War I, placed only the
of ficers behind barbed wire and had them guarded by them OWR NN,

- This practice was cofxtimzed with Polish FWs during the campaigns of -
the twenties.

Consistent with these concepts, the Soviets advocated the

doctrine of voluntary repatriation of PWs in the area of international

i



1aw;9 an attitude from uhich they radically departed in later years.
Yet; there is sufficient evidence to suggest that certein routinised
behavior toward PWs, as learned during the early years of the
regime, continued to be practiced up to recent times, sometimes to

the detriment of other competing objectives.

2, Prisoners-of-War as Propaganda Instruments

The Seventh Division of the Red Army (Propaganda) utilized
individual PWs for the production and dissemination of prapagénda
leaflets and radio broadcasts long before the formation of %hekNKFD,,
| and, indeed, continued these activities even after the establishment
of the latter, with little or no coordination except on the highest
policy-making level. |

PWs might be persuaded to render such services almost immediately
after their capture and prior to their being sent to permanent canps,
or they would be graduates from an anti-Fascist school. and assigaed
to the Red frmy for psychological waffare duties, The latter pro-
cedure was obviously the more degirabie from the po‘in‘f. of view of
tk;e Soviet authorities but the exigencies of war made improvisation
a frequent and necessary avil.

Alt-.houghv the NKFD, set up in July 1943, served more than one
purpose in the Soviet scheme of things, one purpose clearly ;vaa to
undermine the morsle of the Germen fighting man. Its regular broad-

casts over Radio Moscow, but under its own identity, its occasionsal



loudapeaker propagandn at the front, and its production of leaflets
dropped over the German lines were designed to explode the Nazi myth
that the Soviets made no prisoners, to reducs the fighting apiril
of the German soldier and, wherever possidle, to induce him to
surrender to the Red Army.

Similarly, Nmﬁ broadcastes beamed to the German home front aimed
at dividing the German peopls and, thus, at breaking its will te
resist. As distinct from the direct use made of PWs by the Red
Army for psychological warfare purposes (which was confined to the
utilization of the prisonerfs linguistic skills and his cultural
background), the priscner who spoke on behalf of the NKFD assumed,
in addition, a symbolic significance, for the NKFD ostensibly was,
not the mouthpiece of the enemy, but professed to speak on behalf of
the German peopls. |

3. Prisoners of War as Pslitioal Instruments

If the utilization of the NKFO for purposes of psychological
»
warfare had been cne reason for its inception, political considerations
wers another. In the summes of 1943, despite the spectaculsr success

of the Red Army at ‘St.als.ngrads, Sta:&in did not yet feel certain of

*'his coincided with the realization on the part of the Soviet leader-
ship that the pre-1933 Communist line adopted by German emigirees in
the USSR in their attempt to indogtrinate PWs had been totally in-
affective and that, hence, propaganda addressed to the German soldier

and civilian would be equally ineffective, unless a more patrioti.g
and less Communist line was talmn,



victory, especially as he continued to suspect the intentions of
the Western Allies. The Allied landings in North Africa and the
’planned and rumored invasions of Italy and the Balkans seemed to
him as much directed against Soviet influence in Eastern Europe as
against t.he'Axia powers, The spectre of an understanding between
Nazi Germany and the Westerm Allies was a constant nightmare., The
latter was all the more real to him, as he himself made overtures
in this direction. There is evidence that, beginning with the late
fall of 1942, he repeatedly established contact with Nazi Germany
in an effort to explore the possibilities of a separate peace.™

When these efforts remained unsuccessful, a new approach was
sought in which the NKFD was to play its part. Its establishment .
was to serve two purposes, Firstly, it would create inside the USSR
a group of anti-Nazi Germans of diverse political beliefs and friendly
to the USSR, which could either be the nucleus of a future Germsn
government, or through which the USSR could exert influence in the
event of a successful coup d'etat within Germany. Secondly, its
existence could be used as a means to blackmail the Western Allies
and to make them more amenable to Soviet wishes, Ghara(simr‘leri'.:lAcally‘Q
the NKFD ceased to serve the latter purpose after the Teheran Conference
in December 1943 which assured the Soviets of the "1oya1tjr" of the
Western Allles. Consequently, all Soviet overtures toward Germany
ceased after that date,

¥See Boris Meissner, Russland, Die Westmichte und Deutschland: Die
" Sowjetische Deutschlandpolitik 1943-1953 (H.H. Nolke Verlag: Hamburg,
1954), pp.. 13-21, ' ¢ ‘ '
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The NKFD as a means of exerting influence upon a new revoiutionary
governmex'xt in Germany lost its meaning with the faiiure of the ’
assassination attempt upon Hitler in June 194k. This would have left
the NKFD with only one of the original functions for which it was
created-=to provide the leadership for a new post-war Germany. But
by now the tide of ;ohe war had turned so much in favor of the antl-
Axis camp that the Soviets no longer had ne‘edto‘ engage in political
compromisea.‘a Subsequent agreements* with the Western Allies called
for separate ‘occupation zones within a defeated Germany so that it
was no longer necessary to provide for the leadership of a pro-Soviet
"bqurgeois" govemment in Germany. Henceforth the task was to jtrain

ihe personnel for a Communist-dominated East Germany.

L. The Tfaining of an Elite

Although contractual arrangements about the occupawon of Germany
among the Allies did not exist until September 19Lk, the principle
of occupation ‘by zones, rather than joint occupation, had been
visualized for some timéo Thus, there was good reason for the Soviets
to seleci_'.l from among the large numbers of PWs at their diaposal men
who could be expected to play the Conﬁnunist game in post-war Germany
and to train them fo:é that purpose., However, even Befora the pattern
of post-war Germany began to emerge, the Joviets were interested in

salect.ing potential opinion leaders who could be trained as propagandista

*The Protocol of September 12, 194k, signed at Lancaster House, London.
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and agitators. Such men would be sent to anti-Fascist schools, whers
they would be exposed to a program of rigid Communist indoctrination.
Following: their g;raduua’r.ic:m‘9 they would be returned to PW-camps to

work as "activists", or they would be attached to Red Army units

as propagandists. After the war they were mostly transferred to

East Germany to occupy key positions in the administration, the

party bureaucracy, and the different media of mass comnunications.

Some were sent to West Germany, either to work openiy for the Communist
Party,6 as long as it was permitted to operéte in the German Federal J

Republic, or to engage in sub rosa activities.



III. SOVIET TREATMENT OF GERMAN PRISONFRS OF WAR - A SURVEY OF EVENTS

Time, ldcation aad ctrcumsﬁancé@ under which capture took placs
played a significant part in determining the individual prisoneris
;ulnerability to indoctrination attempts. The year of capture wouid
materially affect the prisoner‘s assessment of Germmny”a chances
of vigtory, and consequently his fighiing murzle, as well as hi%
willingness o accept the risks of collaboraticn; the season and
climate of the region would have a direcv influence upon his chwone
to survive the physical hardships of captivity and his will to
réslst the temptations of collaboration; his physical and mental con-
dition would depend in large measure upon the acﬂimn he had bsen
engaged in prior to his capture.-whether he had helonged to a rested,
well-supplied unit that was advancing, or whether maptwré had coms »
after weeks of hard defensive battles, or whether it coincided with
the collapse of Germany and the end of the war, as was the case with
the largest contingents of pfisonersn

Variations of the above situations existed throughout the Soviet.
German campaign; however, for the purpgseé of this investigaticn the

period will be broken down into four major phases.

1. 1941-1942, the pre-Stalingrad Pericd -

- It is estimated that the USSR captured betwsen 80,000 and L0C 000
German PWs up to the battle of Stalingrad. In the beginning, this

“included men who had been cub off from their units in the course of
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rapid adwances; surviving crews of airoraft and tanké put out of
action behind the Russian lines, wounded who had remained on the
battlefield when thelr units were forced tc withdraw, paratroopers
who’had been unéble to maintain their positions until the ground
forces'had made contact_with them, desertera, and, beginning with the
winter -of 1941-42, increasing numbers of soldiers whose pesitions
had been overrun in the first major counteru@ffansivgs of the Red
: 'rmyf In view of the precarious situation in which the USSR found
itself during that phase of the war, physical conditions were parti-
cularly severe and not more than BVto 10 per cent of the prisoners
are believed to have survived captivity.

The first twenty-four hours in a prisoneris life were mentally
the most taxing. The prisoner had been led to believe by persistent
Nazi propaganda that the Soviets would not make prisoners and,
tﬁereforeg expected execution upbn or inmediately after capture-
Hitler's own notorious "Commissar-decree? whiéh called for the axecubtion
of all captured Soviet commissars lent but added credibility to these
fears. But even the realization that captivity did not inevitably
mean death made the first twenty-four hours the mdst traumatic single
exparience. The sudden and complete separation from'ohe“s next éf
kin, the breaking up of all formal group ties, the uncertainty of the
future; and the prospect of slave labor in Siberia or the Urals called
for an‘unparalleled adjuétmento

Detailed and frequent interrpgations by Red Army officers were
standard procedure, Before being tsken to collection centers, Prg might

bé employed as labor gangs with Red Army units (e.g. for transporting

ammmition, road and bridge building, or as %ruck drivers).



An especially dritical phése in the prisoner’s capacity to
survive came during the marches to collecting centers or transit
camps, Similarly, the mortality rate of PWs on rail transports from
the collecting centers to permanent camps was slways high {in November
1941, 1,500 PWs out of a total of 3,500 died on a transport from
Jawas to Karaganda*)o Freqﬁent epidemics; in addition to malnutrition,
etc., caused the death of many others, both in transit and in
permanent camps. Of a total of 700 PWs in Jawas, LOO perished fraom
December 1941 to June 1942, phereaa out of 39000 PWs in a camp in
the Urals, 2,500 died from typhus between May 1942 and Fall'l?bje**

The majority of the‘permanent camps during this early period
were locatedvin Southern Siberia and the Urals. On the one hand
this was done to discourage the escape of PWs, on the other, to easa
the Red Army‘s supply problems. Officers were usually separated from
the men and sent to Krasnogorsk, Gorki-Oranki, and Jelabuga (these 7
remained the principal officers' camps throughout the war and after).

It is interesting to note_how much the Soviet attitude toward
of ficers had changed since the early days of the Revélutiona Consistent
with the radical changes that had been introduced within the Red Army
and with .the elevated bositians that Red Army officers had assumed,
captured enemy officers were not compelled to work outside their
camps but merely.responsible for the upkeep of their camps (in con-

formity with the Geneva Convention), and received better food rations.

*Deutsches Rotes Kreuz, Zur Geschichte der Kriegggéfangenen im Osten
Part I (1954), p. 28,

3¢ .
lo¢. cit. P
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Because officers had the necessary leisﬁray and were, morsover, paét
and potential future opinion leaders, they became primary targets
for indoctfination attempts.

Political instructors soon descended upon the camps., They came
from the ranks of German emigrees who had been one-time members of
the German Commmist Party in the days of the Weimar Rspublic.

Most of them had by now become Soviet eitizens. Their formalylé@tucea
and informal discussions were exact replicas of the typs of d%gmatic
Communist propaganda that had characterized party ralliss in the
twenties or early thirties. They had been in exile for ten years,

had only very vague ideas of life within Nazi Germany, and no longer
spocke the language of the German laborer. ‘Sloganss such as "German
workman ;, you ¢ommit murder against your own brother by fighting
against members of your own class" no longer were the cues for learnsd
responses, but caused either amusement or irritation among PWs.

This direct and’ crude attack upon their belief system largely failed,
for the German soldiers had seen enough of life in the Sovigt Unien

to appreciate the gulf between proephecy énd reality - Moreovéry whether
or not they saw eye to‘eya with their regime at home, the majority of
German PWs still believed in a German victory at that stage of the
war, and hencé the consequences that might result from collaboration
acted as a powerful deterrent.

But dogma is not easily changed and although the emigree group

realized that different tactics were needsd (they seemed nevartheless



Jess flexible than the Hussisns in trat respect), only a policy
decision on the highest level could bring stogt such a chanpe. In
‘the meantime the inadequate old methiocs continued o dominate Lhs
approach. Communist cadres were formed among the smsll number of
collaboratora--few enlisted men, and even fewer officers.

The first anti-Fascist school was established in Zone 3 of the
officers' camp at Krasnogorsk. Iiving conditions for students wers
better than in the other zomes of the camp, buh they were not aliowed
to become too markedly different at that vime, The number of
participants during this early phase was relatively small, not ex-
ceeding two hundred for the German nationality division. Upon
graduation the following oath had to be taken:

I, a son of the Germen psople, hereby swear in undying

love to my people, my country and my family, to fight on

until Fascism and Militarism have been uprooted and

destroyed, until the shame of Hitlerite barbarism has been
wiped out and my people are thereby made free and happy
again.

I swear to fight unconditionally for this aim, to devohe

all my energies to it and to sacrifice if necessary even my

life itself, to remain loyal to the cause of freedom and of

the people to the last breath in my body, and to work tire-
lessly to fit myself to fight this struggle successfully.

»This oath binds me fraternally tc all other anti-Fascisis

in fighting loyally for the final and complete WLctO v of

our holy ¢ausse.

I swear to proceed ruthlessly against anyone wha may break
this oath,

Snould 1 break this oath and become a traitor tc my psople,
- my country and my femily, may the Just anger of the peeple
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fall on me. May my comrades in the struggle juige me and

condermn me as a traitor and an enemy of the people, an enemy

of progress and an enemy of peace.¥
Graduates would then be attached to Red Army units at the frout vfor
psychological warfare duties, or they would be distributed among
PW camps, where they became "activists",

At the time of the encirclement of the German armies at
Stalingrad; some of the most promising graduates of‘ the s’chool, among
them an ex-captain and an ex-lieuténant of the Wehrmacht, were
selected by Manuilski, one-time chairman of the Comintern and then
Head of the i’olitical Administration of the Red Army (to be
succeeded by General Shcherbakov) and proceeded with some of the
prominent emigre leaders to the pocket, uheré they addressed via
| loudspeakers the encircled German forces. When they utterly failed
in their mission under circumstances which scarcely could have
been more favorable, it revised Soviet thinking, and henceforth a
new approach was adopted. Communism and Internationalism ;ués to
~ be de-emphasized, and instead, German nationalism was to be given

full range.

2. 1943-1945 from Stalingrad to Capitulation

When the Red Amy completed the encirclement of Axis troops of
some 22 divisions in the Stalingrad area on November 9, 1942, shere

were an estimated 223,000 men inside the pocket. The last resistance

*Fritz LGwenthal, News from Soviet Germany (londont Victor Gollancs,
1950) s Po 37 ‘




of the defenders cessed on February 7, 1303, About 30,000 wounded
had been evacu&ted‘by alr, avont 100,000 died in haﬁtley and
approximately 73,000 were taken prisoner. '?he tempe rature io the
3talingrad region at the tiwe was Submae?@ﬂ and the majority of the
tmwawﬁa&fmmwmmmamamﬁ%wmﬁmpﬁwta%mwm
As a result, the mortality rate.during maxches to collectlon centers
wes particularly high. Marny men died from exposure, others bdreke
down on the roadside amd were shot by Soviet guards.

The Hussians were totally unprspared for such large numbers
of MWs so that food, sanitary conditions, and even the'most primitive
type of shelter were lacking in collection centers, Epidemics which
had already begun inside the pocket quickly spread and élso~took
a heavy Loll in lives.

Approximately LO% of surviving PWs were sent‘tc wermanenﬁ
camps in the European portion of the Soviet Union; 60% to its
Asistic portion, Ilosses in lives during these transports amountsd to
35-i0k. A mere 18,000 reached their destination, i.e., SL.5% of all
zhoée who were placedbén transporta. Of the survivors 12,000 subse-
quently perished, so that only 6,000 PWs of the 93,000 taken at.
Stalingrad survived captivity and wers returned to Germany af@er the
WAL, |

Apart from the 939000 men captured at Stalingrad, an additional
© 400,000 to 500,000 fell into Soviet hands by the end of 1SLL. Thess

comprise:



{a) aepproximately 90,000 - 10G00G prisoners taken betwsen
the winter of 1942-43 ard spring of 19Lu (outside
Stalingrad), mostly in defensive vatties on the northern
front and on the Crimea, as well as at the Cherkassy-Korsunm
pocket, Between LO% and SO% of these PWs survived captivityg
(b) some 30,000 PWs taken in the so-called Brody pocket in
June--July of 1944 of whom approximately 80% survived capti-
vity:
(c) 15,000 men captured at the time of the collapse of the
central front also in June-July of 194k, who suffered
20--25% losses durf.ng marchés and in collection centers
prior to reaching permanent camps; and
(d) approximately 200,000 FWs taken in the Roumanian theater
| of war of whom about &0% reached camps within the USSR
alive.
Despite the heavy losses suffered by any one of these groups, it is
obvious that none paralleled the statistics of the Stalingrad PWan*‘
The ebove figures describe better than anything else the fats
of the average Stalingrad prisoner and his exceedingly small chances
of survival, But this group also included a group of gensral and
staff officers, for whom the Soviets had special plans and who,
tharefora, led a very different life. In tise latter weeks of the

Stalingrad drama there occurred sceneé unprecedented in the history

*Deutsches Rotes Kreuz, Zur Geschichte der Kriegsgefangenen im Osten
Part I (1954), throughout.
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of the German army. When the defenders of the pocket realized that
they were being sacrific_ed by a ruﬁhless and megalomanic leadership,
many openly condemned Hitlerc* Some of his most ardent followers
committed suicide, others became his bitter enemies. The Soviets
were quick to exploit this situation, sent a special train with
sleepers, diners and friendly nurses to the s;:.ene; and transported
in comfort and relative elegance 22 generals and & large number of
staff officers to Camp 27 at Krasnogorsk. Having been feted on
caviar and vodka, they made a majestic entry into Zone 1 to- the
disbelieving eyes of theirv fellow-prisoners. The privileged treat-
ment, however, did not turn these officers into collaborators by |
any means., Known ant.ie»Fas'ci‘sts. were‘ostracized by them and even
those officers who severely criticized Hitler never considered the
possibility of turning against him at that time. The crude approach
of 'some of the anti-;Fascists merely reinforced this attitude. An .
obvious lack of management was evident if it was possible for the
studentg of the A=school in Zone 3 (who were allowed to enter Zone 1

once a week to take showers) to march past the generals singing the

*The German public was given vivid descriptions of how the generals,
shoulder to shoulder with their men, had fought to the last. When
in spring 1943 the first bags of mail from Stalingrad PWs had reached
Germany via Turkey, Maj.-Gen. v. Weichs, visiting Hitler at his head-
quarters, expressed the hope that this mail would be delivered to
relatives without delay., Hitler put down his knife and fork, looked
around the group until everybody was silent, then he declared: "The
men of Stalingrad have got to be dead.® (See Heinrich Gerlach, Die

Verratene Armee (Munich: Nymphenburger Verlags-Handlung, 1957), p. 560).
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including 3 staff officers, The PWegroup insluded gseveral graduates
from the A-school, some so-called delegates from the soldiers®

camps who, in view of the catastrophic sonditions there had been
willing to sign or do aimost anythirg that would get them out of

the spidemic-ridden camps (many of these were leaders of labor
battalions), and several majors and captains from the officers!’

camps . &22560 of ficers of the Stalingred army had been sent ¢ Oranky
and Yelabuga where typhus had raged for months and reduced the number
of inmates by 50%, despite the better rations and general living
conditions in these camps). '

At Oranky feeling against the anti-fascist movement ran high
because of the corruption and terrorism of the local polit-imstructor.
In Camp 97 at Yelabuga only a few dozen out of approximately 800
officers joined the local anti-Fascist group. In Susdalg where the
generals had been sent, wild argumenta were fought Letween pro-- and
anti-Hitler groups; but all turned a cold shoulder toward the NKFD.

| The choice of the imperial German colors as a symbol, rather than
those of the Welmar Republic, could delude nobody that, so far, the
complexion of the NKFU strongly favored the aamhunist39 with Center
and Right being scarcely represented. The few ofiicers, being unknoun
to thé German soldier and public, were harﬂly in a nosgition to act as
~ focal points around which anti-Hitler forces wouid rally, and the only
name that lent itself for some prbpaganda wes that of Count Heinrich

von Einsiedel, a 22-year old fighter pilot, shot down over Stalingrad,
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who wag the gfeat grandson of #ismarck snd bad been induced almost
imnediately after capture to writs an.anti-Hitler leaflet as a means
of letting his family know that he was alive. Einasiedel came from
a2 Junker family ﬁhich had éonsiderﬁa the Nazi movement as one that
had risen from the gutter, and thus the break with Hitler was not
too difficult, As a young, successful fighter ace, he had given
little thought to the war and experienced few hardships. Captivity
abruptly ended a rather pleasant and carefree, if dangeroﬁs existence.
He was mentally alert,. Having grave doubts szbout a German victory,
he eagerly studied Marxist-leninist literature when it was placed
at his disposal. Soon afterwards he declared himself an anti-Fascist.
He suffered mentally when he was ostracized by the Stalingrad
generals, but his ego was flattered by the many friendly interviews
that high=ranking Russian Polit-cfficers conducted with him, and
while he had immediately clashed with the nctorious polit-instructor
at Oranky (wagner), he had bccn influenced by Captaiﬁ Hadermann, a
very different type of anti-Fascist lesder at Krasrogorsk and an officer
and PW like himself. When he was offered the chance to serve on the
executive of the new Commi.ttee, he could not resist the temptation.
Aware of the lack of attraétion that the NKiD would havé to the
German scldier and the generalty, the Soviets now began a drive to
make it more representative. A delegation from the NKFU, including
Finsiedel, visited the officers! camp ai Yelabuga, where they wisely

asked the Russians to make attendance of the meeting to be called
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compulsory; as they knew that attendance alone would be interpreted
as collaboration by the resister group. Jome 50 officers, out of a
group of approximately 800, were feady to join after the meeting was
over, but by the next day they had changed their minds under the
pressure and arguments of the resisters.

The carrot that was offered next to the officers to make
¢ollaboration more palatable was an officers?! lecague, separate from
the NKFD,,,. This coincided with & move among some officers to band
together in some form of organization that would be recognized by
the Russians,

The active group of the NKFD had meanwhile moved to a former
rest home at Lunovo, outside Mcscow. Early in September up to 100
officers arrived from various PW camps, willing to join in an officers’
league. Another group, composed of six generéla ; led by Walter von
Seydlitaz, CO of the 5lst srmy corps, also arrived. They had lﬁeen
selected from among the other generals and brought tc Lunovo by the
Russians at the advice of officers who knew them personally on the
assumption that they migh‘g be won over in time, As t-hay entered the
house, they refused %o ret:nrn any of the greetings, except those frocm
the officers they knew. But by September 7, this group too gave in
and declared its willingness to participate in the formstion of the

projected officers’ league. The rationalization behind their decision

was largéhr that the NKFD was a fait accowmpli anyway, and the only

way to prevsnt the comrdttee from having all the say was by creating a
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balancing force on the Right. The execautive of the "Bund Deutscher
 Offiziere" (BDO), set up on September 12, numbered about 365 with

Gen. v, Seydlitz as chairman. The BDO acceded to the principles of
the NKFD manifesto of July, and several officers, including Seydlitz,
ended up joining the NKFD (largely involuntarily and against their
better judgment), by some ingenious trick which amalgamated the %o
organizations in a lbose faghion and automatically appointed sons
officers of the executive of the BDO to that of the NXFD, Thus the
latter at last assumed the representation that the Soviets had desired.

For the characterization of Seydlitz, it should be added that
he was a man who had been opposed to the Nazi regime long before his\}
captivity. At Stalingrad he had demanded in writing a breakthrough
of the enclosed forces "if necessar;; against the will of the Fhrer
and only responsible to the German people." At Lunovo » prior to
joining the NKFD he had indignantly fefuaed to sit down at one table
with deserters like the two old-time Communists Zippel and Gold.

As for the other generals who participated in the BOC, Major-Gen.
Martin Lattmann, CO of the lLth Panzer Division, was a confirﬁed Nazi
who in earlier days at the artillery school at Jiiterbog had been known
to rebuke officers in his classes for not having read Hitler'‘s Mein
Kampf. At Camp Susdal, he had been one of the most vociferoua’man in
opposition to any collaboration with the Russians. Lt.-Gen, kdler v.
Daniels, CO of the 376th Infantry Division, was a controverslal figure,

kmown for his addiction to alcohol and sex, In addition to participating
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in the mo; he became & Vice-President of the NKFD, who later was
said %o héve signed anything unssen. Dr. Otto Korfes, Maj.-Gen. and
CO of the 295th Infantry ﬁiviafmnp had been a one-time member of
the right-wing veterans' organization ";tahlhelm". He had been
critical of'Hitier‘s policies at Stalingrad. Lt.-Gen. SchlOmer,

GO of the 53rd Army Corps, had been a respected and popular man uho
only participated in the H)On*

Shortly after the establishment of the BDO, a delegation, headed
by Seydlitz, left for the generals’ camp No, L8. There were
tumultuous scenes with cat-calls and hissing, as Seydlitz and his
companions spoke, and their recrulting drife ended in total fallure.

Lunovo became the permanent zsat for the executive committees of
‘the NXFD and the BDO, as well as for a number of experts in et:onomic,
cultural and church affairs, numbering altogether approximately 50.
It housed the editorial offices of what became Imown as the sender
"Freies Deutschland" (broadcasting over Radio Moscow), and the news=

paper Freies Deutschland which became the successor to Das Freie Wort

and constituted the only link between Lunovo and the other campa,
In the latter it became the task of the "activists" to recruit
new members for the NKFD, Recruitment simply took the form of getting

a man to sign his name on the appropriate lists. Independent selection

*Among the 11 members of the BDO who had joined the NKFD were also two
army chaplains, one Protestant, cne Catholic., In June 194k, the

Soviets orgenized a mseting of 30 army chaplains near Moscow at which
only two refused to sign a memorandum prepared by the two NKFD chaplains.
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of suitable students for the A-schools \cont.inued, as it had prior |
to the establishment of the NKFD. Thus, the NKFD in the average
camp had no particular functions, except for the signing of occasional
resolutions, and to satisfy the "norm-filling" mania of the Soviet
system-~it was important for the polit-instructor to be able to report
that a high pércmtage of camp inmates had become members of the
NKFD and thereby anti-Fascists.
| .aison betﬁeen Lunovo and the Soviet authorities(wa:s provided

by the emigres, who had established themselves in a villa in Moscow
which to all intents and purposes was the true headquarters of the
organization, There were parallel offices for the sender "Freies
Deutschland" and the newspaper, and it was here that the real editing .
was done, Even then, final censorship was exercised by an outside |
agency. | |

The so-called "front-representatives" of the NKFD were graduates
from A-schools who thus merely continued, using the symbols of the
NKFD, the activities of those earlier graduates who had been attached
to Red ’'rmy units as propagandists, v

It 1165 outside the scope of this report tc examine in detail
the aims and activities of the NKFU'. Therefore, it will be discﬁsaad
only to the extent needed for‘an understanding of the attitudes of
supporters and opponents. At the time of its establishment and during
the eaﬂy period of its existence the NKFD called for the removal of
Hitler and the Nazl leadership and for the substitution of a democratic

government, and directly appealed to army commanders in the field to
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lead their forces back to Gemaﬁy"s pre-war frontiers. Unlike Red
W psychological warfare, it did not call for the éﬁrrendér of
German troopa‘;, in viéw of the objgctions _uof the generals and higher
officers who were unwilling to lend v.‘t.heir support to "disruptive®"
propaganda techniques. It was to be foreséen that this approach,
while soothing the éensibilities of the higher-ranking officers, would
serve no practical purpose, for‘ to th'e German soldier on the} other
side, it was an impossible task to‘differentiate belween the "noble"
and "honorable" objectives of the NKFD and the conventional .pxjopaganda
of the Red Army. Thus the latter merely helped to discredit the
Commit tee. |

The Russians were, of course, not willing to put up indefinitely
with such an ineffective operation. As 1ong as t.he NKFD served 8 '
political purpose, they had been Lready to go a long way tmmrd meeting
the demands of the right wing for the sake of winning over as many
prominent names as possible; but once this purpose had largely been
fulfilled (at the time of the Teheran Conference), the Committee's

remaining usefulness lay only in the area of fronit propaganda o*

*In a statement made to Dr. Benes in December 1943, Molotov declared:
"Germany must be carved up; but at the present time we must not disclose
our intentions, as otherwise we would only aid Hitler's cause. We must
do everything in our power in order to relieve the pressure upon the
Soviet armies, Seydlitz makes excellent propaganda. We shall employ the
German Communists for the same purpose: to split the Germans and thereby

~ facilitate the tasks of the Soviet army." Conveyed by Lduard Taborsky,
Benes' secretary, to the Manchester Guardian, as reprinted by Ost-Probleme,
Nr, 38, September 23, 1955, p. 1L53.
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Here théh was an impressive example' demonstrating the fut;ili'vby
of “"1imited collaboration". LEven without Soviet prodding, it soon
became clear ;.o members of the NKFD that the lofty appeals tp the
cormanding generals to lead their armies back ﬁo Germany ‘s pre-war
frontiers did not meet the needs of the frontiine soldier who found
himself encircled by Russian forces. The ohly effective appeal that
could be made to him was to surrender., The generals were first
horrified when the suggestibn was made to use disrubtive propaganda
but by now they were split within their own ranks and eventually had to
agree to the new course. Thus, a delegation, headed by Seydlitz 'and
Dr. Korfes, went in February 194l to the front at Cherkassy, where
several German 'divis ions had been encircled. Direct appeals by letter
and loudspeaker were sent tok two commanding German generals insilde
t.hé pocket, but remained unanswered, although their rece.ip.t k.hadi been
confirmed. Part of the encircled .forcea managed to break out, »aﬁd the
others were talner; PWs after suffering heavy losses. The first attempt
of the NKFD had proved a dismel failure. Similar efforts were con-
tinued by prominent officers of the NKFD until the end of the war with
no better results., It was clear that the NKFD operations were
successful only among PWsj i.e, in order %o make anj inroads, it
required the changed environment of captivityg

Meanwhile, the Nazi authorities had been forced to change their
policy toward the NKFD which, in the beginning, they had simply ignored,

partly because it was largely composed of Stalingrad fighters whe
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allegedly were all dead., Seydlitz was sentenced to death in absentia
by a military tribunal; the same fate befell all other members of

the NKFD who had belonged to the German armed forces. These develop-
ments, in bnrn; could not fail to reinforce identification with the
Soviets on the part of those concerned,

The unsuccessfnl attempt on Hitlar s life on July 20, l9hh had
two direct consequences for the NKFD. "The fact that there had teen
an actual German resistance gfoup to which a number of prbminent
military and civilian leaders belonged seemed to make opposition
to thé Nazi regime less treaaoﬁable, and hence mors gmceptable to many
Pws® (to those who had alreédy become collaborators the event was
welcome as a rationalization that they had done the right thing).

The brutal measures with whiéh the Nazi regime suppressed the revolt,
and especially the fact that they seized the opportunity to blacken
the record of theygntire officers’ corps and the nobilitys induced

30 out of 70 captured German generals to join the BDO. By mid-<August
even Field-Marshall v. Paulus, the German Supreme Commander of the
Stalingrad Army, whom the Soviets had hoped to win over from the day

54
of his capture, declared his entry into that organization.

<

*Twenty German generals captured at the time of the collapse of. the
central front and without prior communication with the NKFD, -addressed
& joint appeal to the wehrmacht to end the war through the removal of
Hitler'!s dictatorship.

#*y. Paulus subsequently appeared as a Soviet witness at the Nuremberg
War Crimes Trial,
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The climax was reached in a proclamatibn signed on December §,
194l by 50 generals in which, evoking the image of Hindenburg and
Ludendorff who demanded a cease-fire in 1918 from the Imperial
German Government (when’ further fighting seemed senseless), they
called for an immediate armistice and the removal of Hitler, Himmler,
and their system. |

Ironically, whereas the assassination attempt had increased the
number of followers of the NKFD aﬁd BDO ‘respectivelyg it dacrea_sed
the significance of the movement. For the failure of the revolt
inside Germany eliminated one of the purposes for which‘t.he NKFD ::vvﬁas
created--to provide a 1ink. through which the Soviets could have
~exerted influence upon the ‘leaders of a successful milita;'y c}oupgi"et.atc*
The Soviets lost no time in adjusting to the new situational The
unsuccessful plotters were quickly branded as "reactionariss"'aﬁd
shortly afterwards certain elements at Lunovo , known within_ the NKFD
as a right wing who had resisted the influence of the emigres and left-
wing PWs, were ,‘ at the behest of Ulbricht, removed from Lunovo and trans-

ferred to other camps, where they were first to show that they wers

*That. Soviet calculations were not unjustified may be seen by the influence
that the NKFD exerted upon certain groups among the German resistance
movement. See: Bernd Gisevius, Bis zum bitteren Ende, There were other
members of the resistance movement, however, who apparently considered
the activities of the NKMD treasonable, Thus, Ulrich v. Hassel wrote in
his diary on February 6, 194Ls "The mental confusion and moral declins
produced by Hitler has been 11luminated by two things in recent times:
Seydlitz, Deniels, Czimatis, whom I know from the OKW (he made an excellen’:
impression) have made a tempting appeal to the encircled forces at
Cherkassy to surrender via the Russian radio."
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were trus anti-Fascists, The group at Lunove was simply told that
those transferred had left for other camps on a recruiting drive for
the ox;ganiz_ationa* They were gradually replaced by graduates from
the A-schools.

This was not the only blow which the right wing, mostly grouped
around Seydlitz and tﬁe BDO members, suffered. Among the officers a}
Yelabuga who, beginning with the first Communist propaganda drive,
had maintained clcse contacts with the polit-instructor, was a
lieutenant Huber, an 5SS officer and section leader in the German
Ministry for Education. He subsequently joiged the group at lamovo,
vhere, one day, he was arrested by the NKVD ﬁhen it lesked out that
he was working for the Gestapc and had specifically joined the NKFD
to work against it from within, He had succeeded in driving a wedge
bétween left and right wings and in discrediting the latter in the
eyus of the Soviets,

Scarcely less perturbing was a special request submitted to the
Soviets by Generals Amo v. Lensky and Vincent M:;ll'er, who had joined
the Lunovo group some time after its inception, to aﬁtend the A-school,
After some hesitation, the Soviets agreed{,_ when the two graduated,
they had become convimced Communists,

The fact that the movement had outlived its political usefulness
was also symbolized by the fewer visits that high-ranking Soviet officers

would pay to Seydlitz and the generals on the NKFD..

*Tthe group was led by a certain Dr. Wieder.
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The new line was formalized in an article that Erich Weinert,
‘the poet-chairman of the NKFD, wrote in september 1944 on the new
tasks of the Committee. These were {1) to prevent further blgodahedb
(meaning surrender of German forces to the soviets); (2) to assist
the Soviet authorities m the establishmsnt of a new Germany (which
meant the training of anti-Fascists who would carry out Sovieh orders
in postwar Germany). |

With the unconditional surrender of Germany in May 1945 the
questibn arose: what would become of the NKFU and its members?
Having failed in making any significant contribution to the defeat
of Nazi Germany, it had, as an organization, forfeited its claims
for the management of affairs in postwar Germany. This was the
assessment of the more sober membershof the NKFD, and that was
exactly the line taken by the Soviets to rid themselves convenlently
of‘an organization that no longer servéd their purposes. However,
this did not rule out the utilization of individual members of the
NKFD and the BDO in FEast Germany. At the very least all were con-
vinced that after having collaborsted thus far, they would belong to
the first to be repatriated to Germany after the war. These hopes,
however, remained unfulfilled snd nervousness soon began to settle upon
the group; The Soviets had no intention of prematurely releasing and
trying to use anybody of whom they felt uncertain zs to whether he would
play their game in Eas? Germany or not. But as some of thezse doubtful

elements happened to be experts in certain areas, they might still be
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put to good use within the framework of the NKFD, Thus, a number

of working teama‘,were formed that dqvqted themselves to such matters

as school reform, history text boéks, or church affairs. The

finished reports were submi;c.ted to Ulbricht and have indeed formed

the basis for a number of institutions introduced in Eaat Gemqpy since.

On November 2, 1945 the NKFD and the BDO were formally dissoived
- in a plenary éesaion presided over by Weinert and Seyd:lijtzf, Approxi. -
mately half the members of the group were repatriated within the next
few months. The others, mostly members of the BDO, but also others,
including graduates from the A-schools; had to leave Lunovo and were
distributed among the generals® camp No. L8 and Susdal monastery.

A closer look at those repatristed showed that, with the excépt‘ion of
" the army chaplains, they comprised those considered by the Soviets to
be reliable Communists or fellow-travellers, The clergymen, a’ithough ‘
some of them had collaborated extensi w)ely, had served a useful
propaéanda purpose and by their repatriation might continve to serve
the same purpose within. Germany .

Those who had to remain in Soviet campe were composed of the "right
wing", i,e., most of the BDO mémbers, but also such A=school graduates :
as Count v. Einsiedel or Capt. Fleischmann who, their collaboration
notwithstanding s had demonstrated time and again with theirk independent
action that they were unwilling to éarry out Soviet orders without
raising questions. The two generals, Mueiler and Lens ky; likewise

graduates from the A-school, were not yet repatriated either, though
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for different reasons. " With demilitarization being one of the
principles that the cccupation powers carried into effect in pqst==
war Gerniahys the appearance of two Communist generals seeméd somewhat
premature. .

In Camp 48, all members of the group were ostracized by the
generals who lived there, despite the fact that many of them had signed
the anti-Hitler proclamation of December 194k and become members of
the BDO., By now they had rencunced all such activities and submitted
themselves to so-cslled "courts of honor® , formed by those generals
who had not wavered, asking for forgiveness and reinstatement into
the "fraternity". This by no means, however, meant the end of all
¢ollaboration. Inside the camp they would do everything to conform
to the expected group norms; but at interrogations outside the camp,
many of them would yield to Soviet pressures and supply information
relevant to the pre}parakt.ion of the war crimes trials of members of their
fraternity. Some served as NKVD informants. The féta of NKH} }nembera
in this camp, as well as at Susdal differed greatly. OSome were
~ repatriated within a year, others spent several more years in labor |

camps and returned to Germany only with some of the last returning FWs.

3. 1945-1549 From capitulation to_the "waer crimes trials"

During the last months of fighting and with the unconditioral
surrender of Germany in May 1945, several million German soldiers fell
into Joviet hands, Only a very small percentage of these were released

shortly afterwards; the bulk was transported to the USSR for construction
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work. Once again it was in the early phase of captivity that the
mortalityvrate was particularly high, for thekconcentration of tens
of thousands of PWs at collection centers created baffling and in-
curmountable administrative difficulties. Adequate food and shelter
simply did not exist and many perished within the first months of
their captivityo*

The chief purpose of this large gfaup of PWs, as it had been
" throughout the war, was to perform manual 1aboia Officers continued
to receive better food rations and to be responsible only for
maintenance work within their camps. However, in some localities
so-called "voluntary anti-Pascist officers' labcr brigades" were
formed under Soviet pressure. After April 2, 1946 labor became
compulsory for all officeré up to and including the rank of captain.
Officers in labor camps lived in separate huts'buh were otherwlise not
barred from contact with the enlisted men and NCOs. In the Beginning8
btficers were often in charge of labor brigades; later, brigade leaders
were largely NCOs. In the event of strikes the Soviets would round

up the ring leaders and transfer them to Specialldisciplinary camps..

*ppproximately 55-60% of the fatalities occurred within the first year,
30-35% in the second year and 5-15% later, By comparison, of the 194l
PWs 60-65% died within the first year, 25-30% in the following year and
5-15% later, In contrast, the Stalingrad group of PWs suffered 90-95%
of its fatalities within the first year and approximately 5-10% in the -
following year., Although the number of deaths among PWs in the year
1945-L6 is higher than at any other time, the mortality rate of the
Stalingrad group was about three times as high, i.e., whereas out of
100 priscners taken in 1945, 30 did not survive captivity, only 10
out of 100 of the Stalingrad PWs survived,
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The political work within the cam;sg pursued two objectives:
(1) to aid the Soviets in their endeavor to get the most work out
of the PWs; and (2) to select and train suitable personnel for a
political and later even military elite in Germany. It was the task
of the "activists"” in camp to promote propagandistically the output
of work of the labor brigades; 'fhus, they constantly harped "‘cvm the
theme that true anti- Faaciém could only be proven by a meximum of
reconstruction work ("Wiedergutmachung"), and genuine anti-Fascists
;iduld be repatriated sooner. They also would keep an eye on 11ke.1y”~ _
candidates for t:bﬁ A-schools among their fellow-priééner& There
were the usual lectures and diécussions, or "Marxist-circles", which
were ori the whole voluntary, although PWs were .frequently pressui‘ed
into attendance, Anot’.her"v task of the activist was to spot "war
crim;.nals" among the PWs and to encourage the other pzjiaoneré to dehounce
known war criminals, Failure to name any war criminal was often
interpreted as siding with them,
The number of activists per camp depénded upon the number of its
_inmates and varied from 3 to 10, or more. They lived in a separate
hut and were freed from manual labor., Ostensibly they werev responsible
for the cultural activitiés in camps and frequently received a sala;ry’
(in some camps 100 Rubles per month), Most of them wére A=s8chool
graduates, occasionally 'physically disabled men. Beginning with 1948
they éere "elected" in certain camps. They were normally distinct from

the camp administration which was appointed by the Russians.

*In some camps they were called "propagandists",
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In addition to these full-time activiét.s, there were other
éﬁtiviats in \each- hut or dwelling who provided liaison with the
activists' headquarters, but who were not freed from work. ‘They
would occasionally contribute an article to the wall paper, ér ‘
engage in other types of collaboration. They also served as direct
ché;nnels \of information. |
o The emphasis on work performance was such that frequently the
political work was conaidered nothing but a néceésary' routine. There
were none of the ideological battles that were still raging in the
officers’ camps, or that had been s0 characteristic of Lunovo.
Céllaboration in the averare labor camp was mostly confined to signing
one's name to resolutions, thanking the Soviet people for their
hospitality, or brandishing Nazi war gullt., Being pressured into
"spying" was certainly something else, but & good worker could escape
many pressures, without serious consequences. It was different with
those who had been guilty of some war crime and over whom the Soviets
consequently had a constant hold. Among those who participated in
"Marxist-circles”, etc., there were those who uére genuinely eager
to learn something about Marxist-lLeninist ‘l:hec-:ry9 but there were many
more who, in view of the catastrophic conditions in these camps,
participated in the hope of thereby increasing their chances of survival
or repatriation,’

The history of the A-schools began early in World War II. Prior

to Jtalingrad and again after 1946, they were Communist cadre schools 5
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both in terms of the selection of students and the study ’plang In
the years between they might be termed training schools for Communists
and fellow-travellers, For during these yéars, which broadly coincide
with the 1life span of the NKFD and the stress on "nationalism", the
Soviets used for the adhisaion of undergraduates the same "key" that
had determined the composition of the executive council of .the NKFD
when it was amalgamated with the EDO, and which was also used for the
setting up of "Aktivs" in the camps. The "key" referred to the
desired distribution of political affiliations which up to 1945 con=
sisted of ‘ |

25% Communista

25% Social Democrats

30% Catholics

10% Liberals

30% Ranging as far to the right as the "German Nationals"

The "key" was altered with the introduction of the so-called
"ploc~-policy" in East Germany and hereafter was composed of

60% Communists and Social Democrats

LO% Catholics and Liberals
with no more right-wing elements. The Catholics became increasing]y.
unacceptable following Mr. Churchill's speech at Fulton and Secretary
of Stéte Byrnes' speech at Stuttgart, but it resulted in no new altera-
tion of the "key" as yet. | This came only at the end of 1947 with a

famed speech by Zhanov which constituted a major turning point in Soviet
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policy. Henceforth only working-class elements were to be trained

at the A-schools, and favoritism was shown toward industrial workers
as distinct from small peasants or agricultural workers, and even more
so as compared to intellectuals. This took the form of simplifying
and rigging the examinations;of industrial workers. |

The/two central schogls were located at Krzsnogorsk and at
lalizi, ﬁear Gorki. Up to 1946 é&asuogorsk had the more édvancad
program and the most promising graduates from Talizi would continue
studies at Krasnogorsk, From 1946 on the two schools had the sams
program and became training'centers for Communist eadresﬁ* At the
same time preparatory schools were established in all capital cities
of the Soviet Republics, vhere students would attend L-6 weeks
courses, Oﬁly the most successful graduates from these preparatory
schools would then be admitted to either Talizi or Krasnogorsk. The
latter school was subsequently dissolved‘and a substitute was set up
at Riesau-

The schools wefe organized according to nationality sectors--
German, Austrian, Italian, Hungarian and Rumanian. The directors of
the schools were Russians; the instrnctorsvuntil 19&7 exclusively
emigres; after that date some PWs who had succéssfully worked as
"agsistants" also became instructors. #l1 assistants were PWs. Subjects
taught included dialectical and historical méterialismg political‘\

economy, philosophy, Russian history, German history, the history of the

labor movement, etc.

*The length of terms at the two central schools was extended after Zhanov's
speech from three to six months.
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There were not more than L0O studen ts, including 200 Germans at
Krasnogorsk in 194L. Half of ht.he German studenis were officers.
Students were divided intoc groﬁ;‘m of . There were ten hours of
formal studies per day, including 4-6 hours of lectures and seminars;
the remainder was devoted to individual readings.

With the changes introduced in 1947, discipline became much
stricter and the many ssssions of self-criticism, culminating in en
autobliographical repofts became genuine traumstic experiences, The
number of students al=o mcreaéed to about 2000 per year. Approximately
a total of 7000 graduated from Talizi alone. For a relatively short
period in 1947 a large number of West German FWs were trainédf, whereas
from 1948 on only PWe whose domiciles were located in East Germém{
were admitted,

The A-schools were the centers for political ’"reaaducation"kand
the training of an administrative and comnunicat.’j.ons slite. Butfthe
Soviets did not neglect to create the nucieus of a Communist-oriented
military elite as well. In 1948 specially selected PWs began trai ning
for service in the planned para-military polic? force for Eastern
Germany. Following their training these PWs were transported to East
Germany, beginning with 1949, where they primarily assumed positions
in the lower and medium ranks of the new force. Of the latteris
1500 staff officers, 501 were former PWs in the USSR. The higher ranks
_ were filled from graduates of the war academy at Privelsk, near Saratov,

and included several ex-members of the NKFD and its executive couneil.
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Most of the latter had been early repatristes and served in prominent

positions in the DDR prior to thelxr attendance of these courses,

L, 1949-1956 From the "war crimas trials" to final repatriation

The Soviets began as early as November 1941, a few months after
the (jerman invgsion, to set up a "Commission for the Investigation of
Faacist Atrocities", # number of trlals werc already held in war
time, such as the one at Charkov in 1943, A whole series of public
trials followed in the years 1945--1946, notably against Qerman k
generals anc their staffs, There were 18 genersls among those
tried during this period, In November 1946, the USSR abclished the
death penalty, and many of those whe had received the death»seniena&
had these sentences commuted into 25 ysars of hard labor,

Two waves of trials on a much larger scale occurred in 19h9ﬁ
Preparation for these trials had been going on for several ysars,
Thus; members of the NKFD and the BDO héd been pressured into informer
services and helped to brepare lists of "war criminais". Some anti -
~ Fascistas "distinguished" themselves through adding more and more acts
which, under Soviet law, were criminal offences, but which included
many normal wartime practices of any army and the legality of which
is fully recognized under international Iawo*

Whereas the first trial wave of 1949 still had a semblance of

legality, the second wave largely became a farce in which minor in-

*£.8., the quartering of German troops in Russian dwellings, the
requisitioning of food, orthe felling of trees,
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fractions led to the maximum penaity. The Soviets, furthermore,
introduced the principle of collective guilt. Membership per se of
some 120 German divisiona and special units, such as the Division
"Brandenburg", the 13th Paﬁzer Division, Division "Grossdeutschland",
Division "Feldherrnhalle", all the SS divisioms, "Imgisch?itzan" units,
field police, etc., was enough to be tried, regardless of whether the
accusied had been with the particular unit when it was supposed 1o have
commit ted certain war crimes. "On the other hand, the very principle
of collective guilf was ’violat.ed by the fact by no means all members
of the black-listed units were ever tried.

In May 1949, MVD commissions, camposed of 20-L40 interrogatox"a g
made their appearance in all the camps. Often thsy were followed
almost immediately by a tribunal. To extract confessions, solitary
confinement, the withholding of food, and other devices were used.

As soon as a prisoner had siéned a confession; he would be rewarded
with better food and better gemeral living conditions..

Proceedings before the MVD tribunals began about 3-1k days after
the prosecution’s announcement, and in most cases were a mockery of
accepted legal practice,

In retrospect, there can be little doubt that the unusually late
trial waves of 1949 served but one major purpose=-to justify the |
retention of tens of thousands of PWs so many years after the end of
hostilit ies and after repeated representations of the Westermn powers.

They permitted TASS to announce on May L, 1950 that the repatriation
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of German PWs had been completed and that only "war criminals"
remained in the USSR to serve their sentences. A detailed discussion
as to how those remaining PWs were used as a political weapon by
the Soviet authorities in their negotiations with the representatives
of the German Federal Republic cannot be athtempted here.

With the trisls of "war criminals" in 1959 practically all

political activity in the camps ceased.

5. Summary
. Summarizing Soviet handling of German FWs during the lb-year

period from 1941-1956, the following facts emerge. In terms of
sheer numbers, menual labor was the chief purpose for which Fis were
used---from 19411945 to bolster the Soviet war effort; from 1945-1956
to assist in the reconstruction of the USSR. Political actifities
in laboru camps, centering around the "pktiv", playa& a subordinate
role and were canalized (a) to promote maximum labor output; (b) to
select suitable personnel for more advanced political indoctrination.
Interrogations, autobiographies, informer sexvices, and participation
in Soviet-sponsored political activities aided the latter process.
Maximur;x political indoctrination was reserved for the officerst
and recreation camps, as weil as v'the A-schools. It aervedb 2 host of
political and propaganda purposes. The NKFD and the HDO both were
short-ternm instruments of wartime propaganda and political expediency.,
"Conversion" to Comuniam_of its members origzinally was nc;t contemplated

as an end in itself, but occurred by a process of osmosis. In order



to win initial support for the two organizations; the Soviets
exploited anti-Nazi sentiment, utilized the symbol of German
nationalism; de-emphasized Communism and permitted a maximum of
free expressiona"

As the short-term goals of the NKFD and ihe BDO either were
attained or became obsolete, bé:t:h organizations became ideal breeding
grounds and screehs for further political indoctrinationg Many of
its members subsequently attended A-schools. The height of activities
‘of the NKFD/HDO occurred in the ysars 1943-1%LLi. Both organizations
were officially dissolved in 1945,

The A-schools served the purpose of training a Communist elite.
Their students were selected from among promising éollabora tors in
all Pchampa -~ Advanced lectures in Marxist-Leninist doétrine, group
discussions; self-criticism, autobiographical critiques and a rigid
discip].ine’ were the techniques employed. Graduates would retur:i to
PW-camps as "activists", or be attached to Red Army units as

"propagandists" in war-time and placed into key positions in East

Germany after the war.
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IV, SOVIET INDOCTRINATION TECHNIGUES--AN ANALYTICAL SUMMARY

1, Basis for Recruitment

The selection bf sultable subjects from among PWs for indoctrina-
tion purposes idéally dépended upon the future role to be assigned to
each subject, It ia; of course, not suggested here that the Soviets
approached each subject with a detalled and ambitious plan, although
thers are a number of prominent prisoners where this was the case.

It does, however, suggest, that selection proceeded according to
hajor purposs groups. Three such groupé can be distinguisheds:

(1) For the purposes of training a political eliteb(responsiw
bility of the A-schools) dependability, unquestioned allegiance to
the Communist cause, a scund knowledge of Marxist-leninist doctrine,
and preferably a working-class or intelligentsia backgrcund were the
required characteristics of each subject;

(2) For the purpose of training a military elite, it was expert
knowledge in military affairs, linked with:aminimum of dependability
that was sought in potential subjects;

(3) For the purpose of utilizing PWe as instruments of propaganda
and international politics (primarily the responsibility of the NKFD
and the BDO), it was desirable to secure the collaboration of a broad
and representativé sample that contained as meny prominent names as
pessible. "Conversion" to Marxism of some of these aubjecbs* was never

visualized, although indoctrination in general remained a desirable

¥E.g., the clergymen,



L7

goal. The latter was all the more true since "membership" in any
of the three purpose groups was not exclusive and a certain amount
of mobility from group to group could be anticipated.

These were the desired grdups of subjects in theory. The next
step was to establish criteria that could be used for locating
potential collaborators in f.he above categories. The first of these
consisted in the location and determination of f"areas of discontent”
that the subject.b harbored toward the Nazi reglime; the second consisted
in the ruthless exploitation of weak characters and such zubjects over
vwhom the Soviets had a particular hold. To the latter group belonged
deserters; "war criminals", members of the SS and certain other
organizations, infomers, etc.

In their systematic and frequent interrogations of PWs, offm
alded by the writing or r_eciting of autobiographies, the Soviet.é at
all stages of the war were anxious (apért from obtaining intelligen@
on military affairs and conditions inside Germany) to obtain a mental
picture of the subject's background and pereonal:l.t} and to probe into
the possible areas of discontent with the existing regime in Germany.
Being prisoners of their own ideology, they, and especially their agenteg,
the German emigres, first and foremost suspected that they would find
such»dis'content among the German workers. They were greatly disappointed
uhenarvith the exception of a fev old-time Communists who, because of
their known affiliation had suffered under the Nazi regime, there was

little or no response in the beginning, largely because the German
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worker had been relatively well off, fréquently had become a petty-
bourgeois who lacked all "class-consciousness". This realization,
however, did not prevent the Soviets from spending much time and
effort on that group. Their later {emporary preoccupétion with the
generals and prominent "bourgeois" elements, mostly for propaganda
purposes, should not becloud the fact that for the selesction of
students for the A-schools the worker group consistently provided a
major pool--from late 1947 on the almost exclusive pool--from which
the Soviets drew their persomnel.

In their initial attempts to locate areas of discontent; the
Soviets were more succeséful as they examined the intellectual andk
the clergyman, for many of both theée groups would voice the dis-
satisfaction that results from the restrictions that any totalitarian
regime imposes upon their activities. Evidence of success was the
participation of several army chaplains in the propaganda work of
the NKFD, culminating in the meeting of thirty army chaplains at
Lunovo in 194k,

The intellectual’s professional curiosity made him another
promising target. He would be the most diligent reader of.the classics
of Communism, whenever the opportunity was offered to him (especially
as it had been denied to him in his former environment). Somewhat
nailvely he thought he could accept or reject Marxism as he saw fit,
often to find out when it was too late that by this act alone, he had

initiated a chain of behavioral changes vis-a-vis his environment that
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had nothing to do with the merits of Marx or Lenin. High school
teachers, journalists and doctors were among the collaborators as
early as 1941. The intellectual had the added advantage that he was
a natural opinion leader; nevertheless, he began to be discriminated
against after the introduétion of the new policy in late 1547 %
Interrogations of the Stalingrad PWs revealed other areas of
discontent that could be exploited. There were those Junkers ’whog
despite the fact that they owed their careers to the Nazi policy of
rearmament and war, had, for reasons of caste sxiobbism and becauss of
the subscription to a different code of ethics, never been able to
stomach the Nazi movement and its leaders. When Hitler sacrificed
them at Stalingrad, their latent hostility came into the open and made
some of them subject to manipulation. | |
Stalingrad produced the most drastic changes in some typical
products of the Nazi regime. These were frequently young officers,,
ex-Hitler Youth members, whose world broke asunder at Stalingrad.
Some, as mentioned earlier, rather than surrender had committed suicide.
The others emerged from their shock as some of the most bitter enemies
of the Nazi regime. They sought advice among their elders, and as

this was not forthcoming, the Soviets stepped in to fill the vacuum,

*'his must be seen as part of an overall policy-decision, extending beyond
the PWs population--part of the fluctuating fortune of the intellectual
in the USSR which normally seems at their lowest ebb whenever tensions
with the capitalist world outside are on the increase. Such was the
situation in 1947 which marked the beginning of the cold war., Fears of
unreliability of all elements lacking a working-class backgroundwuld
seem to be at the root of these trends.
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2. Manipulative Daviceé

The Soviets fully exploited their monopolistic position as captors
to manipulate PWs and their environment in an effort toward furthering
their own goals. The method and infensity of manipulative devices
varied fxfom camp to camp and from purpose group to purpose group.

Not all may have been intentional which, however, is irrelevant for
the purposes of this discussion, |

(a) The breaking-up of formal and informal groups.

Sometimes officers would be relieved from command of their
units immediately upon surrender; often, however, they retained command
up to the time when collection centers were reached, Their subsequent
removal broke up the internal structure of the larger units. ’Unliim in
the Korean war;* NCO8 were not segregated from the enlisted men and
frequently assumed command of labor gangs. Thus, in the labor camps,
the internal structure of the smaller units was frequently retained
and the Russians made no attempt to bresk down these gro,upé as long
as cohesiveness was canalized in the direction of work performance;
but they stepped in immdiaté]y, if and when it was used for political
purposes. The' informer system usually provided timely warmings against
" the latter. The aegregation of officers was only complete in thé -

cases of those who were transferred to special officers’ 'campsn A

large percentage of the lower ranking officers remained in the same

*Schein, E-H., The Chinese Indoctrination Program for Prisoners of War,
Psychiatry, 1956, Volume 19,
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- camps with the enlisted men and were merely separately quartered.
Unlike the enlisted men and NCOs they were at least up to 19h6 nob
forced to work, except for the maintenance of their camps, and
received bot.t.er food rations, ‘

With minor exceptions (e.g., at certain periods at Krasnogorsk
or Yelabuga); ‘PWs were also segregated by nationality. This segre-

gation was strictly enforced at the A-schools,

Spontaneous groups that formed around effective resisters to
prevent collaboration and/or planned escapes would be broken up after
ring leaders had been rounded up (after being identified through the
spy and informer system), and transferred to isolation blocka,*
disciplinary camps, or prisons,

Thé planting of a large-scale spy and informer net,wdrk §mdng PWs
had the secondary effect of breaking up informal group ties and
leading to social withdrawal, However, the group‘de"struction vas
decidedly less complete than in Korea,™

Also in contrast to the Korean situation, army chaplains were often

permitted to hold services and to administer last rites. Among the

% — : , ,
Whereas solitary confinement was a frequent form of punishment, there is

no evidence of Soviet use of the group techniques employed in Chinese
Communist prisons. The only comparable situations in the USSR were the
sessions of self-criticism and autobliographic reports at A-schools which 9
at least in the later years, seemed to elicit responses very similar to
those described by veterans of the Chinese prisons, For a discussion

of Chigeae Communist techniques see Schein, op.cit. and Lifton, "Thought
Qg{m lgf Western Civilians in Chinese Communist Prisons, Psychiatry, 1956,

.** Schoin’ _026 ‘9&0
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chnplaine; there were those who céoperat'ed, either becauae‘ of their
anti-Nazi sentinenta; or because they lacked the courage to resist.
Others, aware of the informer system, had to move with extreme caution
and delicacy, lest they be removed. Thus, they mostly restricted
‘their activities to improving morale. among the men struggling for
biological survival. In other words, while chaplains retained soms
of their positions of authority and influence; such influence could
be exerted in either direction,

(b) "Shock treatment" and physical torture.

A .t‘re"quent.ly reported, but not universally applied practice was
the simulation of planned execution. German PWs were an easy prey
to the staging of these situations, as Nazl propaganda had spread the
myth that the Soviets took no prisoners. Thus, PWs expected execution
almost any time after their capture. In each of these instances to
face what was believed to be certain death initiated a process of
paychological preparation for the ordeal, the degree of composure
obviously depending upon the personality structure of the individual.
It was occasionally accompanied by such symbolic acts as the tearing
up of snapshots of loved ones and letters. All those situations
occurred shortly after captivity when the will to survive was strong and
apathy had not yet set in. The realization that life would continue
usually caused relief but also the expressed reaction on the part of
some subjects that they would rather be dead than go through a similar

experience for a second time,
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Physical torture was not uixlmoun, although rarely practiced.

PWs during their initial marches, or iumediét.ely upon capture
(notably flyers) might be manhandled, or beaten up. These were,
however, spontaneous, unorganized and unintended” events. Even known
cases of extreme violence against obstructionists must be seen as
individual trespasses and not as. part of a deliberate scheme. -More
t.,ypi.cal'9 and used‘ as a punishment to induce collaboration were such
practices as letting PWs stand barefooted in the cold for hours,
placing them into standing cells, etc.

(c) Searches and strippings.

Repeated bodily searches and the confiscation of the last
preserved letters or photos of loved ones removed the last visible
ties with the outside world. PWs who were ’uncc;operat.:’lve at inter-
rogations fmquehtly would be stripped of all their élothes in the
presence of women interpreters. This ag‘ain had the effect of remviné
the last vestiges of privacy and symbolized the pris_oner“s complete
dependence upon his captor,

(d) Information confrolq |

Cut off from the rest of the world, the prisoner's only information |
about the war and world events came from whatever his captor wanted him
to know, He could disbelieve Soviet propaganda but he had no means of
checking, except in the rare instances when a more recent prisoner would

Join a group of older ones, Until 1943, the PW newspapér Das Freie Wort

*Unintended in the terms of this essay3 not unintended, of course, from
the point of view of internal hate propaganda.
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wap his major source of information to be superseded during the days

o the NKFD by Freles Deutschland. In the later postwar years,

communist-controlled kast Gemn_ newspapers were admitted in PW_ camps.

An exchange of mail did not exist during the war years becususe

of Nazi policy;* 1n the postwar years t.he Soviets manipulated mail to

" serve their ends. They might withhold letters containing favorable
news, and distribute those containing unfavorable news. They might
hand s photo attached to a letter.t.o the recipient but withhold the
letter. Or, they might merely delay distribution for several months
to céi.nctdo with a Soviet hol:ldayq”

As in all communities in which information is meagre and rigidly
controlled, there was a fertile ground for the spreading of rumor.

{e) Rewards and punishment.

Food and physical comforts vwere intensely \ised for manipulative
purposes. In the labor camps they were so completely substandard
that the offer of any extra food was a powerful motivating force. It
was used to induce PWs to become informers, to emgage in other acts |
of collaboration, or to increase their work output (Primienreiz).
During the recruiting drive for the NKFMD, meat dishes, unknown to the
average prisoner at Yelabuga, would demonstratively be carried past

all other tables to the last one in the mess hall around which members

» R
This permitted the Soviets to induce PWs to write messages to their

fa:iﬁ:; on leaflets which were naturally infiltrated with propaganda
mate o

**The‘ae techniques are strikingly parallel to those used by the Chinese
Communists in their handlings of American PWs, Schein; op. cit.
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of the NKFD were gathered and sbove which it read in big letters:
"Join the National Committee." Food and cigarettes would regularly
be used during interrogations, and the state prisons at Moscow, the
Lubianka and the Butyrska, to which many prominentv PWs were taken
for weeks and months (in some cases even years) of interrogation an'ci
"Softeningmup" periods, maintained a system of dozens of different
diets for manipulative purposes, from the withholding of all food and
water or the serving of obnoxious food, to boxes of choculates.

The latter tﬁo prisons also ’had a great variety of cells, ranging
from single standing cells, or vermin-infested holes, to comfortzble
rooms, both for; solitary or group confinement. Solitary cénfinesmht.,
or the segregation of rebellious groups in isolation blocks was
commen practice in all camps as a punishment. Vermin in barracks,
but also deliberately planted vermin in certain solitary co.nfinem‘ent.
cells™ proved for some of the most courageous resisters more difficult
to endure than extreme physical violenca., ‘

There is no evidence that sex was used to inducs collaborétibn:,**

The struggle for sheer survival in the labor camps precluded all talk

*I have no evidence that vermin was deliberately planted in so-called "holes"
in camps; but the fact that it existed in the Soviet state prisons men-
tioned here, with their large variety of different accommodations, suggests
by implication that here at least it was not accidental and that there
was method, The German habitually complains about alleged filth in other
European countries, notably all Latin, Balkan and East European countries,
and obviously attaches a symbolic value to cleanlineass, My personal im-

pression is that he is only slightly less vulnerable than the American to
being made dirty.

*a few incidents are known of "activists" being degraded and transferred
to disciplinary camps for illicit affairs with Russian interpreters.’
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on sex among PWs until 1949-50, when general conditions :’uupr::nrec:lo‘t
Instead; food was t;he unending subject of conversation., PWs would
discuss in detail the miserable dishes they received band engaga in
day-dreaming about the most elaborate menus they would have after

their release.

The use of threats and promises was a frequently practiced
device. The threat.' of being sent to orison; or disciplinary cemp,
or to be retumed to a labor camp, when one had successfully escaped
its hardships, acted as a powerful deterrent. Likewise, the promise
of early repatriation, or, contrary;ciseg the threat of no or late
repétriation were very meaningful to prisoners, since no lists ol
captives had been exchanged in wartime, and since, after Germany's
collapse, there seeﬁed to be no outside power that would look after
their interests and act as a check on the Soviets’ arbitrary handling
~ of the FW question,

Black-listed PWs were easily pressured into informer services,
or other forms of collabc;ration, in the hope thereby of escaping war
crimes trials, or at least of being let off with a milder sentence.
Once a prisoner had allowed himseif to become an informer, it was a
relativély simple matter to blackmail him into further collaboration.

Nor did the use of thrests cease at the level of the A-school

student or activist. For example, the former would be threatened with

*an exception were the generals’ camps, where relstively normal condi tions
prevailed, and much boasting was going on as to one's experiences at the
Folies Bergeres, etc. ~



immediate transfer to a labor camp if he refused to take the anti-
fascist oath on graduation, while the latter could never be certain
of not sharing the same fate if he failed to conform to the official
line, whatever that might be at the particular moment. Members of
the executive of the NKF‘D;'mose unquestioned loyality was in doubt,
would be reminded at the time when "loyalists" were being repatriated
to Germany that "trains were also going East", meaning Siberias.

Certain collabcrators, repat.riated to kagt Germany, were forced
to divorce their wives if the latter were coﬁsidered unreliables
others whose wives resided in West Germany were given thealternative
of arranging for tﬁeir wives' transfer to Last Germany, or of obtaining
a divorce. Refusal to do either resulted in the immediate transfer
of subjects to labor camps and several more years of captivity.

Toward PWs; in whose collaboration the Soviets were particularly
interested, yet who were recalcitrant, the threat of reprisals agéinst
their families inside Germany was even used in wartime, with the
meaningful remark that the NKVD had a long arm. Threats of death
were not infrequent in such cases either,

(£) Direct and indirect attacks on belief systems.

Collaboration is used here in the sense of engsging in achs
that give aid and comfort to the enemy above and beyond what is per-
missible under the Geneva Convention. Whereas the attendance of
"Marxist-circles" in itself would at first glance not seem to fall

under that category, it does in the sense that each additional attendant
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undermined the position of the resisting PWs; rewards offered to
attendents can be construed as being possible only at the expense of
the other PWs; and ﬁorat of all, it permitted the Soviets to black-
mall participants, oncé they had aroused the suspicions of their
fellow prisoners by this initial act.

The most intensive efforts to influence directly the beliefs,
attitudes and values of PWs occurred in the officers’ camps, or the
sq«called "recreation"-camps, These were the "poiitical" camps, as
distinct from the labor camps in which indoctrination alwsys played
a secondary role., The latter consequently contained fewsr well-stocked
libraries, and fewer political meetings, lectures and discussions
would take place in the evenings, when the average prisoner was much
too tired for any seriocus study. The prisoner who joined a "Marxist-
eircle" would soon be ostracised by the non-collaborators which, in
turn, pushed him further into the camp of the collaborators. There
are few cases who, after engaging in minor collaboration for some
time, withdrew from it comp;etely and were fully accepted by their
fellow prisoners. Discussions in the more loosely organized "Marxist-
cii‘cles", Just aal in the highly structured meetings at the A-schools,
were conducted in a manner in which predetermined conclusions would |
be rationalized in the course of the discussion., It was a kind of role-
playing and the Soviets seemed to place much stock in its éffectn Below
are some of the topics frequently used:

(1) why are wars inevitable under imperialism?
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(2) Why was the German November revolution & bourgecis
revolution and not a socialist revolution?
(3) Describe the process of capitalist eXploitat-iong
(4) Wwhy is it in the vital interests of the German people
that the Potsdam decisions should be carried cut to t.he‘
letter?

{5) why i it one of the most important tasks of the German .
' people to pay reparations?

To inducé PWs to write articles for wall papers, to produce
leaflets, to sign resolutions, etc., were othef favorite devices.

Success and failure of Soviet efforts in large measure depended
upon the caliber of polit»inst;ructoré and acuivists in camps, or of
lecturers at A-scheools. An unscrupulous polit-instructor who
instigated a reign vof terror in his camp might be highly succeasful
in enlisting the services of some of the worst elements, but at the
same time, would strengthen the camp of the resisters; on the other
hand, a seemingly upright and highly intelligent polit-instructor may
have hrd a special appeal to many well-meaning but misle»d individuals.
Bach served a definite purpose in the Soviet scheme, although there
were, of course, also a series ol wholly ineffective types. In
»cont,rast to the Chinese situation, lenguage was much less of a barrier
to indoctrination efforts. Maﬁy Russians spoke Geyman and there was
also the fairly large number oi‘ German emigres who formed the majority
of pol:lt.m.instructorsh

Visits of prominept Communist emigres, including former members
of Parliament, who would hold speeches and conduct informal talks

with prisoners was another form of attacking beliefs. The sme
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prestige effect was later used by certain prominent collaborators,
notably some generals, popular air aces, etc,

‘The holding of ceaseless interrogations and the manner in which
they were conducted constituted another kind of attack. Methods
would alternate from threats and cajoling to the most friendly and
informal conversations, The same friendly interrogator sometimes
saw a subject repeatedly for weeks and months, or practically; lived
with him, Statemente made in each successive interview would be
checked against those made earlier. A familiar method to break the
resistance of subjects was to ask them about matiers on which the
Soviets were well informed anyway. Upon subject’s refusal to supply
kthe information; or upon the submission of misleading information 9
punishment would follow imediatelj, and subject would then be shown
that the Soviets had the answers all the time. This obviously was
designed to create the impression that the Soviets had sll the
answers and that it was, therefore, not worth while to continue

resistance and inflict punishment.
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V. EFFECTS OF SOVIET INDOCTRINATION EFFORTS

The non-existence of official German records relating to the
fate of members of the Wehrmacht fighting on the eastern front (e.g.,
lists of prisonera*), and the absence of a meaningful sample of
4nterviews with repatriated PWs foredooms any statistical eftect
anaelysis. An overall assessment must, therefore, be hased on 2
series of cautious estimates that come from Pe themselves (some of
whom had gone through as many as 30 prisoner-of-war camps) and which
have been carefully checked against each other.
' At the height of the "Free Germeny" movement between 35% and
L5% of the officers and approximately 75% of the enlisted men
idéntified themselves with either the NKFD or the EDO, {This does
‘not include such acts as the generals’ proclamation of Dacember 1.91.;)4
in which a much higher percentage of the captured total participated.)
The greatest increase came in the year 194l after the collapse of the
central front and the assassination attempt upon Hitler, It would
seem that among the enlisted men and officers residing in labor camps
membership figures further increased well into 1945, whereas in the
of ficers' and especially the generals® camps they dropped after having
reached a peak in the second half of 194l;. By the time the capitulation
generals had reached the camps, all the generals who had joined the

movement more recently, except two or thrse, renocunced their membership,

*Wehrmacht records were not kept up to date during the chaotic laszt phase
of the war and existing ones were in part destroyed. ILists of PWs were
never exchanged between the USSR and Nazi Germany.
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This; as has been pointed out earlier, however, did not necessarily
mean that all collaboration would cease, Within the camps they
conformed with the then overriding opﬁxion of the "resisters"; outside
the camps at least some of them conformed with Sovizst wishes from
fear of being tried as war criminals. That their fears were not un-
founded was shown by their later fate. Of a total of LBO German
generals that fe’ll into Soviet hands, 20 were executed, while 227
were eit.ha& released after trial, or died while serving thelr
aeritenceso*

As the statistics of the generals, though far from complete, are
nevertheless more complete than those of any other group, it may be
worth while to examine them further., The 4B0O captured generals in-
clude 12 who, after prolonged captivity » obt.ained key positions in
East Germany. Five of ‘them were captured in 1943 {(Stalingrad), thres
in 194k, and four in 1945. Ten of the twelve have been identified
with the NKFD/BDO. Tﬁo of the four taken in 1945 and not identified
with the NKFD/EDO were kidnapped by the Soviets in their homes. Ffear
of an unknown future would seem to have converted these two me n into
Soviet tools. Since all others of the original twelve were identified
with the NKFD/E)O, it might be suggested that the activity within the
orzanizations constantly reinforced collaborative habi t’,”“ Befors such
a conclusion may beA drawn;, however, it will be necessary to look at

the record of all the generals associated at one time or another with

®The fate of some of the 480 is unimown, hence, the total number of thase

releazgd without trisl cannot be ascertained by simply deducting 247
from 480,
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those organizations.

Following the collapse of the central front a total of thirty
out of seventy captured generals were members of the EDC. The
majority of these had merely joined the organizaticn in taeir
respéctive camps, without performing any propagands work, as did the
group at lunovo. All the generals who had been "inactive" EDO members
in the generals' camps renounced membership after Germany'’'s collapse.
Nine of the "active" membérs at Iunovo are ideﬁtical aith nine owb
of the twelve who ,Latﬁer served the Soviets in East Germany. Xt would
seem fair to conclude, therefore, that membership psr se did not
constitute an irrevocable act, but that it was the "active” memover
who became hopelessly trapped (a) because the repetition kand greater
intensity of his collaborative acts reinforced the habit; and (%)
because he found himself in an environment that consisted of |
"collaboratofs" only (though of very different shades ard degrées of
intensity). The "inactive" member, in contrast, lived in an énviron»e
ment that was dominated by the nona»colia‘boratorsn |

Another eveh more striking varlable that warrants special
attention is the time and circumstance of capture. As mentioned above,
five of the 12 "permanent" collaborators were captured at Stalingrad.
The total population of Stalingrad generals wazs 23, The number of
“permanent"” collaborators among the total population of 480 was tﬁelve P
which means that cutside the Stalingrad group only 7 "permanent®

collaborators came from a population of hS?.»,*'

*of the 20 generals captured at the central front in 19L&, all of whom
called for the removal of Hitler in a joint appeal, only one has
become a "permanent" collaborator.
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In the light of some of the figures of the other officers
which; unlike t.he generals, have to be based o6n estimates, it would
seem that it was not their longer captivity but, rather, their
unique and traumatic experience which made the Stalingrad group
particularly vulnerable, ‘

Since the initially quoted estimates of 75% NKFD adherenis
among the enlisted men and 35-U5% of BDO members among the oificers
at the peak of the "Free Germany" movement are not Very meaningful
in view of the different levels of collsboration expscted (the mass
entry into the NKFD in labor camps“ could almost be compared to the
‘sign:'mg of "peace petitions" in Korean campa), the remainder of

~ this inquiry will be addressed to the more serious collaborators,
i.e., the Executive Council of the NKFD/BDC and the A-schoels.

Of the Lunovo group of some 50-55 members™ about LO attained
prominent positions in East Germeny after their repatristion. Two
of these did not remain "permanent® collaborators, but have fled to
West Germany since. Another three, including two ocld-time Communists
and a i‘omer member of the SS; were either tried or removed from
their positions. Seven cr eight were retumed to West Germany, snd

the fate of 2-7 remains uncertain, At léast one died in captivity.

*

A veteran of 30 Soviet PW campe has estimated that only 5% c¢f inmates
of labor camps were more serious collaborators, vhereas that figure
climbed to approximately 30% in "recreation" campse.

*#Ihis examination comsiders the group after the removal of Dr. Wieder
and his associates and the discovery of the Hubert affair,



Approximately SO% of the Lunovo group were graduates of the
A-schools. #11 of these received trusted posi.t'ions in k?astdermany;,
two subsequently escaped to West Germany, two or thrsee were later
ejected from positions of influence. They comprised two generals,
twelve or thirteen other officers, and 10 or 11 enlisted men or
NCO's. They also could be broken down into 5-6 professionsl scldiers,
2 fliers, L-5 teachers, or intellectuals (including one exv~»CommuniB‘§),)
1 or 2 ex-SS members, and 7 or 8 working ciass elsment s, including
ex-Communists.

The group that was returned to West Germany included the clergy-
men, cne general, and about 3 other officers, including one ex-Nazi
who had held a key position in the Ministry of Education and ea army
G-2 officer who was a high school teacher in private lile ,and the san
of a well-known general.

The above figures demonstrate the significant role assigned to
ihe A-schools which, as far as the Lunovo group was concerned, pro-
duced only two non-permanent collaborators (the expulsion or demotion
of the three other cases mentioned above were the result of corruption,
or the withholding of information from their past hist,ory, raﬁher than
disloyalty to the Communist cause). Outside the Lunovo group, it
has been estimated by a former teaéher and assistant of Talizi and

graduate from Krasnogorsk that 90% of all A-school graduutesx,,*

ry : : :
The same source eatimates the number of old-time Communists amcng the
graduates at Talizi at about 30%.
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repatfiated to kast Germany, are in responsible positions there now,
while about 10% have escaped to West Germany, since mere withdrawal
from politics would be interpreted as opposition, Of those R-school
graduates repatriated to West Germsny, including sgents, one out of
every five or six is believed to have remained an active Communist;
whereas the others either quickly withdrew from politics, or broke

with Communism after a S'l*.ruggle,,""’t

*rhe striking percentage of successful indoctrination, if indeed it
reflects ideological change rather than mere behavicral compliance,
must be attributed both to the initial selection procedures and to the
teaching methods of the A-achools. Of course, the A-school graduate
also anticipated immediate rewards for his allegiance to Communisn
and often found himself in a position of being committed to a course
of action from which he could not retreat.
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VI, SOME EXPLANATORY HYPOTHESES

As one examines the skotdhy record of experiences of German
PWs in the USSR between 1941-56, as outlined in the precoding.pageag
it becomes apparent’that changes brought sbout in the overt
behavior and beliefs of certain prisoners were the result of a
peculiar éombina'oion of (1) conscious Soviet efforts to mnipﬁi%te
the prisoners’ environment, (2) direct attacks upon the prisonqra“
belief systems, and (3) the general physical and sanitary conditions
of captivity which in large part were "unintended" and the direc‘b
result of the war, or living conditions inside the Soviet Unidha
The following pages will present some hypotheses concerning the conditions
under which these changes occur and on their permanence.

Under conditions of extreme physical and mental stress accepted
group norms tend to break down and the emsuing situation may best
be described as one of "everyone for himself", The Soviets fo:tored

and accelerated this process by breaking up formal and informal

groups, and by segr;gating prominent resistaence leaders who
By
introducing a system of rewards and punishment the Soviets channeled

wise might have enforced complisnce with previous group norms,

changed behavior in the direction of collaboration.
As changes in overt behavior became more pronounced, they became

increasingly less consonant wit.h basic beliefs and values,

In the isolation block at Yelabuga, e.g., such compliance was rigidly
enforced.

rd



68

. »*
leading to conflict or dissonance. As Leon Festinger has pointed

out, dissonance is a powerful motivating force in itself, aimed
at dissonance reduct.ione*“ There were a number of ways in which
subjects under consideration here could seek reduction of dissonance.
They could attempt to check their new behavior, reverse it, and
bring it once again into line with their basic beliefs. This, .
however, was no easy task. 'Their fellow-prisoners who had oontributed
toward increasing dissonance by ostracizing them would be most
skeptical of a "reformed" collaborator, which was not surprisingi“
an atmosphere poisoned by the activities of informers. It mrkad ,
best in those rare lnstances where informal groups and group noﬁa
continued to exist so that "rehabilitation™ could be effected i
through an initiation procedureum

Nor was this method capable of solving the problem in those
cagses where changes in overt behavior had been induced by extreme
physical conditions, and the threat to survival, thus a powerful
motivating force to avert death, persistodom*

Another way by which dissonance could be reduced was to chahge

one's environment, or to make the environment fit the new behavior.

*L. Festinger, A Theory of Cognitive Dissonance (Evanston, I1l., Row,
Peterson, 1957). '

**Ibid,
Eog-, the submission of several generals to "courts of honor" in the
generals' camps at Voikova and Susdal,

badaiaiey Y 0 obviously did not apply to the cases of the generals.
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This, for some time at least, seemed to be the process that could
be detected among certain elements of the right-wing group at
Lunove. They had engaged in various acts of collsboratioh out of
opposition to the Nazi regime-.-acts which many of their fellow-
pri.a‘oners in the officers’ camps would consider treasonable. The
resulting dissonance was reduced with their transfer to Lunovo, for
in this new environment they were no longer a minority ostracized
by the resisters; on the contrary, interaction with other coilaboratars
confirmed and reinforced the "correctness" of the path they had
chosen. With the establishﬁxent of the NKFD/BDO they had created én
instrument that fitted their behavior and yet seemed consonant with
their beliefs., |

As hope faded that the NKFD/FDO could act as an independent,
nationalist body (and it became clear that the Communist emigres were
the true decision—makers), dissonance inevitably reappeared. ‘;l’.’hare
were those who chose alternative no, 1, adopt.ed'a firm attitud§
toward further Commmist encroachments and accepted the consequences
of being ou’sted,** thereby meking certain that their overt behaviox
would not hopelessly depart frc;m their beliefs. ” |

Otheramchoao a third altemative .of dissonance reduction which

was to change their beliefs and to bring them into line with their

*In the case of Gen. v. Seydlitz only the mass movement of generals into
the BDO almost a year later, and particularly the eventual entry of
Field Marshall v, Paulus, the C-in-C of the Stalingrad forces, in
August 194k relieved him (temporarily) of serious scruples.

** Dr. Wieder and his group.
*¥g.g., the generals Miller snd Lenski.
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new behavior. This was successfﬁlly done by most of the A-school
graduates. )

The qhestion of the permanency of such "conversions" obviously
depends in large measure upon existing controls. The estimated 0%
of all A-school graduates who have gained key positions in East
Germany continueto live in an environment that demands overt
Communist or neo-Communist behavior; that offérs major rewards for
continued allegiance to the Communisi cause, and threatens severe
punishment to defectors and their families. Seriéus doubts in one's
new values would once again create dissonance, termed "political
bellyaches" in East Germany which, if unchecked, could only be |
réduced Sy escape: |

"Converts" who were repatriated to Weét Germany upon re-entry
into their new environment are assumed to undergo the same prdgessea
of change, if in a less dramatic and intense manner, that they had
experienced in the early phase of their captivity. The need to yield

- %o group pressures and to comply with group behavior will gradually
cause subjects to modify their overt behavior. The resulting

dissonance will (on the basis of the estimate that only every fifth

*E.g. Count v. Einsiedel and Capt. Fleischer.,

*en. v. Seydlitz, upon his return to West Germany on October 8, 1955,
attacked the policies of the Bonn Government, blamed them for the re-
armament of both Germenys and propagated a policy of greater friendship
with the Soviet Union. Two days later he repudiated the statement which,
he said;, had been made as part of a shock reaction and declared that he
would not engage in politics. (Die Welt, Hamburgs October 8 and 10, 1955).
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or sixth returnee remained a Communist) in the majority of cages be
reduced after examination and readjustment of one’'s value: with the |
new behavior. This should not be looked upon as a chronolsgical
process in which behavioral changes must precéde changes i1 beliefs—
the opposite may occur in certain cases, and generally spe king, 1t
would appear that simultaneous attacks upon behavior and beliefs are
the most effective; especiallj during original indoctrinat:on. |
This does not, of course, account for the few subject: who, upon
repatriation to a non-Communist’ society, remein Communists. In the
case of "converts" retumed to West Germany most of those ‘o hed
occupied prominent positions in the Communist Party of West {armany
pending its dissolution 1left for East Germany after the ba.  The
others were mostly agents., The first of these two groups, b: virtue
of their activities in the Communist Party, continued 4o engwe in |
overt behavior that was consonant with their belief systems. ¥Yoluntary -
exposure to Communist news media and regular cdntacts with Mosc)w‘ |
reinforced their beliefs, despite the accessibility of other sotrces.
Thus, dissonance was not created. The agents, on the other hamd, by |
their very activities (and presumably by earlier activities as we'l)
had committed themselves irrevocably, i.e., they had engaged in
behavior that could only be justified in terms of the belief systen;
and values of those to lwt'lom they owed allegiance, Courting of a

different belief system threatened self-effacement .

*‘I‘he sams phenomenon is believed to explain the hold over informers,
deserters; etc,



72

So far changes in overt behavior and of beliefs have been dis-
cussed in terms of dissonance and dissonance reduét.ion s as inducgd by
external forces; such as the manipulation of the environment, direct
and indirect attacks upon belief systems, etc, 3Such changes alsg
depended, of course, upon the character traits of the individual
target and his previous environmental conditioning.

It is in the nature of totalitarian societies, such as the Nazi
state; to foster opportunism, for whereas only a fraction of the
population can be expected to accept the ideology of the regime, its
intolerance toward opposition of any kind forces the rest to render
lip-service to the ruling circles. This ready opportuniém would seem

~ to have been partly reéponsible for the willingness of many PWs to
engage in some form of collabora‘b‘iono |

In contrast to Anglo-Saxon pragmatism, German national character
generally has been characterized by a greater affinity with ideologiga;l'
movements. Thus, Commmism aroused curiosity and a certain attraction
among some PWs, especially as, like Nazism, it permitted identification
with strength., The conflicting reality of Soviet village life which
generally appalled German soldiers affected these subjects only insofar
as it made them critical of the Russian application of Communism,
but not of Communism itself.

Finally, identification with the captor would seem to have
provided relief to those PWs who had developed guilt complexes over

their previous involvement with Nazi operations.
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