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Dienstbier on Foreign Policy, German Treaty, OH

92CHO0345A4 Prague SIGNAL in Czech
20Jan 92pp 2, 4, 5

[Interview with Federal Foreign Minister Jiri Dienstbier
by Zdenek Cech and Frantisek Vonderka; place and date
not given: “Jiri Dienstbier: A Credo Called Decency”]

[Text] It is very difficult to get to see Jiri Dienstbier. As
foreign minister, he is often called to travel abroad on
official business. He is the deputy premier of the Federal
Government and the chairman of the Civic Movement
[OH]. When he received us, he was nursing a mild case of
flu, and had to count his time in minutes. He could see
no controversy in the fact that he is the author of the
concepts of our foreign policy and that he is dealing at
the same time with our domestic policies. On the con-
trary, he sees it as something of a symbiosis.

[Dienstbier] In order to be able to enforce our country’s
integration in the civilized, advanced commonwealth of
the European states, I must strive to create the same
conditions in our country as well. I must endeavor to
establish a tolerant and democratic political culture. And
that is precisely what the Civic Movement is trying to
achieve.

[SIGNAL] First, however, let us talk about your office as
foreign minister. How long did it take you to gain a
feeling of self-confidence there?

[Dienstbier] Excuse me—in that case I would have to
separate two things. I have studied foreign policy—
history of foreign policy, history of diplomacy, and so
on—since my youth. Without that background I
wouldn’t be able to do that kind of work at all, because it
is impossible to catch up with study in this terrible
hassle, stress, and incessant travels. All one can do is to
get daily new information and to assimilate it. On the
other hand, all my life I used to be an independent
intellectual or a stoker—an independent stoker, if you
wish—but never before have I managed any office, not
even a small one. And all of a sudden an office with
eighteen hundred employees fell upon my shoulders, and
what’s more, it is an office that is disorganized and
disintegrated—an office that had to be transformed from
scratch, with no experience. But nothing doing; none of
us have been ministers or deputies before, we could not
have gained such experience, and so we are learning on
the job.

[SIGNAL] You must have had certain ideals when you
joined this ministry after November. Did you have to
reassess them in some way since that time?

[Dienstbier] I did not need to reassess them. All I had to
do was to reassure myself that it is far more difficult to
actually do the job than to think about it and look at it
from the outside. My first task was to make some strides
in foreign affairs, regardless of whether the people here
are capable of tackling it or not. Only that can show who
can do the job and how soon the young neophytes here
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will grow up. In that respect I am very optimistic because
1 was able to appoint some of them just a year after their
graduation!

[SIGNAL] So, Mr. Minister, in some instances it was
possible to prove wrong the world-wide belief that the
training of a good diplomat takes many years. But what
about the others...? Was there some negative experience
as well?

[Dienstbier] Of course, it takes many years to train a
good diplomat. However, we simply do not have time.
These individuals may not always be adroit but they are
fast learners. And if they make some mistake some-
where—after all, a person learns from his mistakes—
then naturally, the main thing is whether they learn from
them. Well, we did have some negative examples, and
some new people even had to leave. For years they had
been unable to do anything, and then all of a sudden they
thought that they were entitled. Of course, they felt that
they are not up to their tasks, and some began to act
arrogantly, like big chiefs, and tried to find ways to go
places as fast as possible. We did have a couple of
persons who allegedly acted worse than the old officials
who at least feared the Communist Party, while the new
employees were not afraid of anyone.

[SIGNAL] You now have two years of service behind
you. Which of your achievements in foreign affairs
during that period do you consider the best?

[Dienstbier] It can’t be put in those terms. Everything
that is being done is in fact of equal importance because
it is part of one great process. At present we have here
actually a kind of curve from the first important agree-
ment on the departure of the Soviet troops to the signing
of the treaties on association in Brussels, which in effect
means the first step toward our integration into
advanced Europe.

[SIGNAL] However, certainly one of the key points in
the process you mention was our new treaty with Ger-
many. Our public discusses it everywhere, in the parlia-
ment as well as in village beer halls. Our question
is—does the treaty contain certain points which you
initially had envisaged differently?

[Dienstbier] It is not important what we had initially
envisaged because in the beginning both partners come
to such negotiations with their highest demand. Of
course, that cannot get out from the meeting hall because
then there would be no negotiations, and that would
immediately lead to the position of prestige which var-
ious forces would demand that you defend. So in the
beginning the controversial points are identified and it is
determined which can be resolved right away and which
cannot, then there are agreements on noncontroversial
issues, which can be done in a week, and then discussions
of controversial issues go on for long months. Political
pressures that enter in the whole process, and everything,
must be negotiated in all kinds of committees, by gov-
ernments, deputies, and parliaments so that you may
have some leeway for maneuvering and can say, “All
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right, but we shall not cross this line.” As for the German
treaty, we were aware that it is a matter of general
interest, and we really kept discussing it constantly with
our national governments and frequently in the commit-
tees on foreign relations in the parliament. If now anyone
complains that he had not known certain issues before-
hand, it is because he could not have known them in
advance since the last revision, the final version, is
concluded by foreign ministers facing each other across
the table; unlike the experts, they have the right to make
decisions. They may argue for perhaps two hours about
one sentence before they agree on a version acceptable to
both sides. Thus, they reach a really good agreement
based on bilateral interests; it includes issues on which
both sides could agree and at the same time, it must
contain all the safety measures so that neither side can
interpret the agreement to its own advantage.

[SIGNAL] Mr. Minister, in the final edition of the treaty
did you and Mr. Genscher discuss also the term beste-
hende Grenzen—in Czech, current or existing borders—
which stirred up a great deal of polemics in our press?

[Dienstbier] We sure did, and then the lawyers added in
Czech “state borders” because it is a term used in our
treaties, but in German Staatsgrenzen may mean either
borders between states or interstate border lines, for
example, between federated countries. In recent years
the Germans have been using on principle two terms for
distinction—Grenzen, in Czech, borders, and Landes-
grenzen, country borders. I hope that now everything
will be clear and that no one will harbor any doubts. We
have explained this already on innumerable occasions
but if some persons still are not satisfied, then there is
the four-plus-two treaty which is de facto a peace treaty
with Germany and which states absolutely unambigu-
ously that the unified Germany was established within
the existing borders of the FRG and the GDR. Conse-
quently, the borders are confirmed there on the highest
possible level.

[SIGNAL] Therefore, can the series of attacks we have
read in the press be regarded as a lack of actual informa-
tion coupled, to use a harsher expression, with malice?

[Dienstbier] As regards some of our deputies, I would
not say that it is coupled with malice. I have discussed it
with them on several occasions; they are really worried.
Rather, I think that this is a case of the past that is
present in human consciousness—more in some people,
less in others. This was demonstrated most of all by the
term ‘“‘expulsion” which was used intentionally. It
expresses an ethical judgment of past events which were
not very ethical because, to say the least, they violated
the most essential principle of any kind of justice—
individual assessment of each person’s guilt. From the
ethical point of view we must admit that we, too, or, let
us say, our ancestors, did not act completely ethically....
However, once this becomes a topic of discussion, and if
it is emphasized, the historical correlations should also
be stressed because it was not the only injustice that was
done. In plain terms, this was the outcome of other
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injustices. For that reason the term “expulsion” was
used; we chose it also because it does not appear in the
vocabulary of international treaties which use such terms
as evacuation or something of that sort. Moreover, that
sentence does not refer to the expulsion, and evidently,
that particular word obscures the meaning of that par-
ticular sentence. The sentence in question refers to the
obligation on the part of the governments of the two
states never to rectify the consequences of the war;
violence and expulsion cannot with any new injustice.
That is what that sentence is all about! It guarantees that
in the future no new acts of injustice of any kind might
or could be committed. In my view-—and not only in my
view—that is absolutely clear. All along we consulted
teams of legal experts. However, I can understand why
some people are emotionally affected by that particular
expression and why they are looking for some arguments
at any cost just to get rid of the impression evoked by the
word “‘expulsion.”

[SIGNAL] You mentioned the term “expulsion” which
in the emotionally excitable public has stirred up various
attitudes and even frictions. The bottom line is that the
principle of collective guilt had been applied against the
Sudeten Germans. In this conjunction yet another con-
cept occurs to us—the lustration law. There again is the
collective guilt and it again violates the principle that
every person’s transgressions should be judged individ-
ually in order to avoid injustice.

[Dienstbier] Certainly. That principle is being violated. I
did criticize the lustration law but if we want to develop
a democratic political culture, we must recognize the
validity of enacted laws. We must implement them, but
that does not mean that we should not criticize such laws
and that we cannot call attention to violations of princi-
ples which we want to enforce in our society. After all, we
cannot use undemocratic means to build a democratic
society. I conducted far stricter lustrations in this min-
istry than the lustration law requires. I did not demote
agents from top positions, I simply terminated them
because I think that they have no place in diplomatic
service. But such a step was always taken only after we
had thoroughly examined appropriate files and were able
to review the case individually.

[SIGNAL] However, the current practice has elevated
the register of files to sufficiently conclusive evidence,
although it was compiled by agents of State Security
[StB] which is considered a criminal organization....

[Dienstbier] The register of files is conclusive in one
respect—that StB agents listed some individual in it, but
that in itself does not mean at all that this particular
person had known anything about it and that he actually
was a collaborator. In addition, there are cases where it is
demonstrable that some individual who had been
coerced into signing certain papers experienced a great
deal of trouble and dreadful nervous stress for two or
three years whenever he would go there [to the StB] and
refuse to tell them anything, so that in the end they
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would leave him alone and take him off the list! Further-
more, I know even a case of a sixteen-year-old kid who
had been beaten for three hours before he signed. The
very next day he came to the Committee for Defense of
Unjustly Persecuted and offered to make a public state-
ment and send a complaint against the police to the
minister. But he had signed a binding contract! All
right—admittedly, the law really prevents some people
from serving in higher posts. That will hardly drive
anybody to insanity. I am not defending the StB agents
or informers at all; I had enough encounters with them in
the past. But I am concerned about the principle, so that
no blanket verdicts of guilt be introduced in our laws.

[SIGNAL] The law is in force and as you say, it must be
observed whether we like it or not. Of course, some
people are trying to interpret it in their own way. What
do you say about the “lustration” efforts by Deputy
Devaty? He maneuvers with lists of alleged StB agents in
your ministry. It is a mystery where he got them....

[Dienstbier] I do not want to make any statements in the
press about the actions of our deputies. Mr. Devaty has
repeatedly voiced his inquiry in the parliament. I have
no answer for him—such as our laws demand.

[SIGNAL] Will you respond on some occasion to the
charges Mr. Sladek is spreading about you and your
ministry? He maintains that the Federal Ministry of
Foreign Affairs is completely in the hands of StB agents.

[Dienstbier] I shall not respond to Mr. Sladek’s slanders.

[SIGNAL] How do you explain that the people who are
calling for a “radical purge” are precisely the same who
in the past would do anything just to avoid any risks? On
the other hand, today they loudly demand accounting for
everything and from everybody?

[Dienstbier] That was always the case! After 1945 as well
as after February 1968. I witnessed it as a kid and I
remember very well that people who had been members
of other political parties before February would act as
the most dedicated Bolsheviks. In the same way, after
the war collaborators often posed as antifascists. Once
the battle is won, people with skeletons in their closets
are usually among the most militant. After a long time I
am rereading Peroutka’s The Building of the State. It
gives me great satisfaction to learn about the events of
1918 and 1919, and to know that in the end everything
turned out well. It is quite natural that the same people
who switched their banners not in November but maybe
as late as December 1989, when everything had already
been decided, must now prove to themselves that they
also have made some contribution to the defeat of
communism. Of course, they are doing so at a time when
communism has long ago been defeated and they no
longer have to fear it.

[SIGNAL] Naturally, the world will not judge us
according to our more or less successful opportunists but
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mainly according to the condition of our economy. In
this conjunction, how do you view the ongoing economic
reform?

[Dienstbier] I keep stressing that the economic reform is
not a program of some political party. It is absolutely
necessary for us to return to normal regulations of
economic procedures interrupted in our country by the
40-year experiment which plunged us into catastrophe.
The economic reform is—I repeat—an absolute neces-
sity. The main thing is to implement it in such a way that
it can really bring us democracy and prosperity. During
his recent visit here Steve Rockefeller said, “The issue is
not at all economy, the issue is democracy, even in
economy. The issue is freedom in every area, even in
business ventures.” And I would add that indeed, that is
essential. The reform must be done for the sake of our
people; it must make them feel that it is their reform,
though it involves hardships, and perhaps even more
difficult days are yet to come. They must realize that
they participate in it. They cannot be told, “You cannot
say a thing about it, you are mere gears in the machinery,
and you can sink or swim.” They must see all correla-
tions, not only economy.

[SIGNAL] Consequently, does the Civic Movement
intend to emphasize social aspects and ecology as well?

[Dienstbier] As I said, no economic activity is its own
end; it always involves people’s interests. It is impossible
to grant all the people every social guarantee all at once,
however, they must know and be assured that they can
create that security with their own efforts. For that they
need somehow to breathe. And furthermore, no one
should think that ecological problems will be tackled
when there’s money for that purpose. On the contrary,
every enterprise, every new product must comply with
ecological requirements right now or else we will again
create more problems for the future. It cannot be said
that there are some special social needs, some special
ecological and some special economic problems—those
are only different aspects of one and the same process.
And to deify any of them will in the end turn the original
idea into a fraud. The former regime used to say that
social security is our most valuable asset, but in the end
we were left with almost no security at all. The same
applies to the deification of market economy. Without
necessary regulations which are in the developed world
quite matter-of-course, it must end in failure. The devel-
oped societies in the West are successful because they
realize that everything is one process and that everything
must be in harmony so that the system can function. If
only some factors function, it is just for a short period
and then it turns out that it was all wrong. If the situation
is not rectified, the result is disastrous.

[SIGNAL] You said that our economic reform is not an
issue of a single political party. Of course, most of our
public identifies it with the name of Finance Minister
Vaclav Klaus. He represents the ODS [Civic Democratic
Party], and thus, many people believe that the reform is
the program of his party. And the ODS began to shape its
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election campaign accordingly. So far nothing much in
this conjunction has been said about the OH. Why?

[Dienstbier] There are several reasons. One is that the
economic reform is really the program of our entire
government which includes also ministers who represent
the OH. It may be simple to identify the reform with one
name and it may be of certain importance for some, but
in reality it is the effort of all parties in the coalition
government. Of course, the different emphases are
another matter. Another problem is that, unlike others,
we scheduled our election campaign to start no sooner
than in January 1992. We wanted the best working
conditions and the campaign to be conducted only in the
months designated for it. In view of its much earlier start
we also must launch it at this time. By the same token,
we recognize the danger that by spring our society may
get so sick and tired of the pre-election haggling that it
may not go to the polls at all, as it happened in Poland.
That is another reason why we wanted to continue an
atmosphere of efficient work as long as possible and to
postpone the pre-election competition. Therefore, the
OH has not yet begun campaigning as other parties, and
so it may seem that it remains in the background.

[SIGNAL] You speak about efficient work. Of course,
there are individuals who, instead of discussing joint
endeavors, are debating about who can, and who cannot,
play a role in our future, but they are making headway in
the discussion.

[Dienstbier] What we now really need is that efficient
work I mentioned. However, if somebody continues to
spend his energy on nothing more than searching for
some culprits, then it is proper to ask whether he is at all
capable of doing anything else. Naturally, all injustice
done to the people must be rectified. That of course is a
constructive effort—to remedy injustice, but if some-
body spends all the time doing nothing else but trying to
look for new enemies and to find who else could be
driven in the corner, then that has nothing in common
with the needs of our society; that is nothing but that
individual’s personal ambition. I proceed from the
premise that November 1989 happened also to liberate
people from fear. And now some people are saying that
they are beginning to fear again not only for their social
security but also because of some extremists. However,
that was not what that November was all about! At that
time millions of people took to the streets and squares to
be free of fear at long last!

[SIGNAL] Nevertheless, these times are full of stress
again. As for the OH, it is getting to be known above all
because of the attacks by the competition.

[Dienstbier] We do not intend to bring any such attacks
into our public life. On the contrary, we want to offer
peace, tolerance, and democratic discussion. We know
that our people are tired of all the endless squabbles, and
we, too, are tired of them because that distracts us from
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our work. If the election campaign opens all the water-
gates, everything could turn in the direction of fanati-
cism, hatred and dirty tricks; our political spectrum
would split and the logic of a fierce battle would drive the
parties to bigger and bigger extremes. Instead of such
polarization, we want to build a community of all decent
democratic, tolerant, and constructive forces that will
oppose extremists of every stripe. That is our funda-
mental credo. Decency. The common denominator here
must be the effort for a democratic common state and for
a radical economic reform, and all that must be done for
the sake of human freedom.

[SIGNAL] You were a candidate of the Civic Forum
[OF] in our first free elections. It split into several parties
which differ in many of their concepts. Do you think that
the OH and the ODS may consider renewing their
coalition after this year’s elections?

[Dienstbier] I think that if the election campaign is
conducted in a decent manner, in every party the fac-
tions that favor cooperation will be strengthened, and
the extremists will be driven off to the sidelines. In the
ODS there are many decent, honest, and hard-working
people who represent such a core of the authentic right
wing, without which it is impossible to achieve the
necessary balance of any political spectrum. Naturally,
we are ready to cooperate with them at any time. After
all, we did not destroy the OF. We are ready to cooperate
on every level; we are already cooperating with those
who show good judgment. If there is no cooperation, that
is not because we do not want it but because somebody
else does not want it. What we need at this time is the
greatest success for the forces that do not want to
polarize our society and on the contrary, that want the
broadest possible cooperation as much as we do. We
shall enter in a coalition with them according to the
results of the elections. I presume that obviously the
ODS will be well represented in the parliaments. We
believe the same about the OH, and therefore, it is
logical for us to consider a coalition.

[SIGNAL] Nevertheless, what if the elections do not turn
out according to your expectations, and what if someone
else will occupy your chair in the ministry?

Do you think that the course of our foreign policy has
already been sufficiently established and predetermined
so that your potential successor could not introduce
fundamental changes but must continue to follow the
adopted course?

[Dienstbier] I believe that he would have to continue this
policy—if for no other reason than because no one thus
far was able to come up with any other alternative.
Basically it does not matter who the foreign minister
may be. Theoretically, a disastrous possibility exists that
Czechoslovakia could break up, or there is the danger
that the political spectrum could be splintered and that
the extremists would win the elections. In view of the
maturity and tradition of our nation, however, I regard
that as practically impossible.
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Treaty Alone Cannot Bring Political Stability

92CH0321A4 Prague LIDOVE NOVINY in Slovak
28Jan 92p 3

[Commentary by Stefan Hrib: “The Treaty, Slovakia,
and Democracy”]

[Text] It looks as though a key role in the decisionmaking
about our country will be played by a document that,
paradoxically, is nothing exceptional in and of itself.
Many people even consider it to be totally superfluous.
The treaty concerning constitutional organization. A
prosaic decree about the fact that two small, Central
European peoples want to continue down the path of
history next to each other.

The need on the part of a portion of the Slovak political
representation to proclaim the obvious, which may at
first seem somewhat childish, stems from its long-
standing inferiority complex as members of the less
populous of the two nations in a common state. It isa
fact that this declaration evokes on the part of the Czechs
a feeling of being attacked by the Slovak side. It is a
feeling that the Czech Republic is being rebuked for its
arrogance and condescension towards a younger, and as
it were a less intelligent brother. This is a mistake. The
position of older or younger brother is never the fault of
cither. It is a natural outcome of the existence of a
temporal dimension in human and national life. For
some of the responsible Slovak politicians, let us call
them the national realists, it is simply a treaty, an act
entered into by equals, and perceived as a necessary
confirmation of their own maturity.

It is clear that the treaty is unnecessary for the Czech
side. It is also clear that the signing of a treaty between
the two republics means, for the Czech side, opening
itself to the danger that many Slovak politicians, due to
a lack of responsibility, will harm the ticket to maturity
that the treaty represents by pressing on with their
demands for an independent Slovakia. Moreover, the
Czech side is painfully aware of the very true fact that for
a large number of Slovak politicians (possibly even for
the majority) words about the national emancipation
process serve only as a smoke screen for their own power
ambitions.

Despite these real dangers, it is the turn of the Czech side
to choose. This does not involve giving in to Slovak
demands. It is not a struggle of one with another. The
game today is being played for far higher stakes. The
decision of the Czech representatives will clearly affect
to a significant extent the existence of democracy in
Slovakia.

In other words, if the current coalition, which is, despite
all reservations, the only guarantee of constitutionality
(and therefore democracy) in Slovakia, does not con-
clude a treaty, the turn will come of another coalition.
The composition of this other coalition, its ideological
foundations, its “background investigation” potential
and overall infantile behavior is a sure guarantee of
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future poverty for Slovak citizens. To say nothing of the
future prospects for a common state.

There are two possible objections here. The first is that
election research has clearly shown that the future Slovak
governing coalition will in one way or another be a
mixture of nationalists and former communists, and
therefore that current Czech steps to meet the demo-
cratic coalition half way are superfluous. The second
objection is that if the Slovak citizenry freely elects such
a leadership it is no one’s responsibility to protect them
from those leaders.

Both of these postulates are to some extent wrong. The
first assertion is a pure hypothesis. Research and the
actual elections are two different things. Just to illus-
trate, shortly before he most recent elections, the Public
Against Violence [VPN] showed an eight percent prefer-
ence rating, yet convincingly won the elections. More-
over, the signing of the treaty and the feeling that we
have achieved a just constitutional organization will be a
powerful argument for the 30 percent or so of the Slovak
voters who are still undecided.

The second assertion is the absolute truth. It is no one’s
responsibility to protect another people. It is however
the right (and possibly a sign) of a truly mature people
that does not look only inward on itself. It is an indica-
tion of civic magnanimity.

Czech Writer Defines Grounds for Coexistence

92CH0347A Bratislava KULTURNY ZIVOT in Slovak
6Feb92p7

[Article by Zdenek Eis: “Czech Obligation—Seen From
Prague”]

[Text] We can approach every problem which we are
experiencing or in which we are interested from different
perspectives. Among several such options the generally
preferred viewpoints are those that result in sharply
opposing standpoints. It is the notorious either-or, the
black-or-white, Bratislava-or-Prague, national-
or-federal, Czech-or-Slovak. Such a sharply drawn line
leads to a schematic view. If I use the words “seen from
Prague,” it only means that I want to maintain the Czech
perspective with full understanding for Slovakia and for
the Slovaks.

The view from Prague shows me with increasing clarity
that the Czechs need to be taught to understand Slovakia
and its traditions. Slovak traditions which have grown
from Slovak roots are different from Czech traditions. In
the same way, we may look for the roots of quite a few
misunderstandings and incomprehension in our dis-
parate historical development. And then those misun-
derstandings have given rise to many acrimonies
between the Slovaks and Czechs and, naturally, also the
other way around.

It is axiomatic that the Slovaks should help educate the
Czechs. Nations as well as individuals not only take—
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they also give. Obviously, the Slovaks have been doing
that in the past, already since the late 1950’s, and
particularly in the 1960’s when a good tradition was
developed in Slovakia: To train in the Czech lands Czech
experts on Slovakia. However, in the subsequent period
of normalization people were divided according to cri-
teria of class and normalization. That ended the good
tradition. Slovak studies had not been fully accepted in
the Czech lands and where they were accepted, their
effect was only marginal and thus, also incomplete.

When I mention Slovak studies in the Czech lands, I do
not refer to science, journalism, the educational system,
culture, and literature alone, but to the whole public life.
To this day I have never stopped wondering why the
Slovaks show such minimal support for the development
of Slovak studies in the Czech lands.

The essential error on both the Slovak and Czech part in
the past 40 years was that in Prague “Slovak problems”
were left exclusively to the Slovaks. Thus, the Czech side
got rid of “Slovak problems” very easily by leaving them
to the exclusive care of the Slovaks, and on its part, it did
not concern itself about “Slovak affairs,” nor did it view
them from the Czech perspective. Naturally I am not
against the idea that the Slovaks represent their legiti-
mate interests in Prague. However, that cannot be every-
thing! Unfortunately, this is exactly what happened, and
we are feeling its consequences to this day. The Slovaks
simply failed to foster their natural allies in the Czech
lands who could interpret Slovakia in an objective as
well as informed manner.

What does such an approach toward Slovakia bring us
Czechs? In addition to certain honorable exceptions
(history, literary history, and to some extent, also lin-
guistic and folkloristic studies), we in Bohemia cannot
deal with Slovakia objectively and expertly. Once when I
edited REPORTER, I tried to find a Czech who could
write about Slovakia’s economy from a well-informed
Czech point of view. I failed to find one. In fact, after 70
years of our coexistence in the same state, we in Bohemia
find ourselves in a situation where several fields of
Slovak studies still remain a Cinderella.

This blunder in our mutual relations cries to high
heaven. This Czech failure (and partly also the fault of
the Slovaks) is most glaringly reflected in current poli-
tics. In the Czech lands it is nothing unusual to make
some stupid “goof™ about Slovakia in newspapers, poli-
tics, or in the Federal Assembly. The matters have gone
so far that sometimes the senseless statement goes unno-
ticed because most of such senseless statements are never
corrected. Czech journalists who often quote silly expres-
sions of politicians “spread” them further—objectively
as well as by implication—and thus, they sow a bitter
weed in the souls of their Czech readers, which as a rule
goes hand-in-hand with the now already “inevitable”
ironic comments. In addition, such nonsense is peppered
with flippancy. The program of our coexistence cannot
be based on irony and flippancy! After all, understanding
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should be our first and foremost objective. If we under-
stand each other and realize what each side wants and
needs, only then can we joke about each other and
sharpen our wits on either side of our national border.

What the Czech-Slovak relations need the most is a
program. A program for what? Alas, for just about
everything. In the Czech lands we must proceed consis-
tently from the following basic assumption: Slovak iden-
tity must be preserved and supported in its full extent
and scope. There I see the bottom line. For seven
decades while the Slovaks participated in the building of
Czechoslovakia they identified themselves as a sovereign
nation, and it is the obligation of the Czechs to respect
precisely that attitude unconditionally.

Every national identity, and thus, also the Slovak iden-
tity, has its “limits.” It is up to the Slovaks to define their
own limits. Nobody else can do that for them. The
relatively well-known rule of thumb is: I may demand
and realize my national and personal identity in only one
way—if by demanding it I do not harm others who are
entitled to the same personal and national rights. The
fundamental humanistic approach is always based on
human and civil rights whose first commandment is
tolerance, in other words, recognition that others are
entitled to the same national and personal rights I claim
for myself.

What actually have we done in the first free elections
after decades of oppression? It turned out that to our
three legislative bodies we elected many squabbling
Czechs and Slovaks who prefer their narrow political and
partisan interests over the interests of their electorate. As
a citizen, I want to stress that. When we go to cast our
ballots let us keep our eyes precisely on those deputies.
Let us ask each candidate who wants our vote how he
voted in the Federal Assembly and in national councils
on this or that issue about which we citizens are con-
cerned.

I expect that the politicians on both sides of the national
border who competed for our vote in the elections will
take pains to formulate and “think through” essential
problems between the Czechs and Slovaks. Which ones?

In my view, there are three: What is the Slovak nation-
ality at the end of the 20th century? How and in what
way is the Czech nationality expressed today? And
finally, the last and most important question: Should we
continue to live in a common state? What does Czecho-
slovakism mean today as a federal idea of a state shared
by two equal nations and by nationalities currently

- residing on the territory of the Federal Republic?

At this time the answers to all three questions are
relevant. Our potential future coexistence cannot be
based merely on material foundations and on possible
material advantages and disadvantages of the federation.
In my opinion, that cannot keep any federal state “run-
ning.” I see the basis of our newly formulated federal
coexistence in the area of common ideas and in the
ethical principle which in practical issues always
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reminds me why we Czechs should live with the Slovaks
in a common state in Europe.

This is the basis of our most urgent tasks. A discussion
about them should be encouraged because thus far we
have been living in a half-built house where-after more
than 70 years we encounter a relatively frequent pres-
ence of the principle of unfinished building instead of
foundations that could support a solid structure for
satisfied citizens in a completed and thus also shared
house.

As for my own part, I fear most of all that the Czech as
well as the Slovak political representatives are more
concerned about material advantages and disadvantages
of our coexistence and are paying less attention to our
common ideas and moral principles—ideas that to this
day have held us together.

The citizen of our federation has been making his wishes
known for a long time . However, some politicians and
journalists fail to respond to such demands of their
voters and add to problems with their poorly chosen
words and with their attacks, with their irony and
ridicule. This is habitually done by part of political
representatives and by part of the journalists in any
democratic state. What is wrong with it is that these parts
are often pretending to represent the entire nation.

After all, as a Czech I cannot be held responsible for
those politicians and journalists who are stirring up mud
in the Czech lands just as I cannot accuse the Slovak
nation of doing the same in Slovakia. As a Czech I do not
wish to be identified with anyone who stirs up mud.

New Secret Service Keeps Old Ways
92CHO0324A4 Prague RESPEKT in Czech 19 Jan 92 p 9

[Article by Jaroslav Spurny: “Surveillance, Bugs, False
Documents: Methods of the Secret Service™]

[Text]

Internal Enemy

The tasks of the secret services include infiltrating those
organizations that use terror to further their political
aims or that are suspected of planning the violent over-
throw of the government. In democratic countries the
rules for infiltrating similar organizations (using agents,
intelligence gathering equipment, and surveillance) are
limited by laws governing the secret service. Agents can
gather information about terrorists or potential coup
participants but under no circumstances are they
allowed to move against them. This is the job of special
police units, which can take action only when the law has
been violated. In socialist Czechoslovakia everything
was different. There was never any discussion of terror-
ists or coup participants. The counterintelligence jailed,
interrogated, and bugged or tailed someone whenever it
found it expedient.

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 7

Perhaps the saddest chapter in the history of communist
counterintelligence services was the recruiting of agents
for the struggle with the internal enemy. Informers were
often active, frequently with little or no compensation,
not only for example within Charter 77, but also amongst
doctors, enterprise managers, in hotels, prisons, etc. This
resulted at times in paradoxical situations where State
Security tried to infiltrate an opposition group with an
agent and was not able to do so, while at the same time
someone worked for the group who had been recruited
by another section for another task. In October 1989
State Security had available roughly 10,000 agents pro-
viding it with effective information. These reports saved
the State Security apparatus a lot of money that it would
otherwise have had to spend on the surveillance and
bugging of “developed objects.”

Surveillance

Surveillance throughout the world is a service provided
by counterintelligence at the request of an operative.
Surveillance on a Czechoslovak citizen is approved by
the director of a section, and surveillance on a foreigner
or a member of a security unit must be approved by the
Federal Security Information Service [FBIS] director.
Today a relatively small group of surveillants work for
FBIS. Several times more work for the Federal Criminal
Police.

In the former State Security this activity was the respon-
sibility of the Fourth Section, which had about 1,200
surveillants. (In addition, each region had independent
divisions, each of which employed about 100 people.)

Most frequently these groups executed so-called planned
projects. The center first would determine if the suspect
had been under surveillance at any time in the past,
because of a need to know the suspect’s movements and
the people he or she associated with. Based on this
information so-called support points were identified.
These were fixed places from which retired counterintel-
ligence agents (the so-called geezer structure) could
observe the suspect with binoculars. These preparations
took about a week.

A project would begin with the “identification of the
object of surveillance.” This meant simply that someone
needed to show the surveillance team its victim. Some-
times photographs were sufficient. At least 20 people
were assigned to a single suspect, and this group had
available 8-10 cars. Members in a surveillance team were
required to maintain as proper an appearance as pos-
sible. One never found men with long hair or ear rings in
these groups.

Several surveillance techniques were used. Sometimes
the route could be predicted along which the suspect
would move (for example the route to work). In these
cases it was not necessary to use a “shadow,” rather the
surveillants would walk in an opposing direction, or wait
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at specified points, where they could alternate. Special-
ists did not leave suspects alone even in restaurants. On
the ministry’s bill, they could consume up to a liter of
wine each.

Surveillance groups were also responsible for contacts. If
a suspect stopped for a word with a person, the group
would split up, with a part of it following the contacted
person. They would determine where that person lived,
then check all the tenant in the building at the residents
documentation division, and identify the person based
on their photograph at the citizen’s passport division. If
State Security wanted to make its work easier, it would
radio the police to have someone check the passport of
the person in question. (In addition, State Security
stored in its computers the license plate numbers of all
automobiles). :

Secret Apartment Searches

A report on this project was then written (a compilation),
which described in detail the actions of the suspect. The
project was documented with photographs, and some-
times video cameras were used. The camera was con-
cealed in a small briefcase, and many were located in the
handle. This system (Ajax) became common knowledge
quickly, and foreign agents knew about it.

Another intelligence gathering measure is secret apart-
ment searches (a secret technical search, “iron” in the
jargon). Those performing the search waited until the
tenants left the apartment. The surveillants followed not
only adults to their jobs, but their children to kinder-
garten. While the surveillants remained on station at the
job and the kindergarten, a group of technicians would
enter the apartment and search it. Sometimes they would
install a bug. If any of the tenants “moved” during such
a project, the project was terminated immediately. This
would also happen if a surveillant lost a suspect.

Surveillance was used on a one-time basis (one day), as a
short-term measure (up to six days), or over the long
term. In the latter case, three shifts of surveillants
alternated on the object of interest, and bugs were
installed that were staffed around the clock so that
everything could be recorded. The listening device
would sometimes be discovered. Operatives were on call
for these instances. The operatives would immediately
detain the suspect and take the device way from him.

State Security could also use open surveillance to
frighten suspects. These cases, however, had to be
approved by the deputy minister. The surveillants made
themselves known, walked a couple of meters behind the
suspect, or tailed his car at very close range. Several
groups were dedicated to these activities, and their
members did not participate in regular surveillance. This
kind of annoyance had an immense psychological
impact, and removed the suspect for a time from
“unfriendly” activities (if the suspect had been engaging
in them in the first place).
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Bugged Telephones

Surveillance techniques are more or less the same
throughout the world. The same is true of intelligence
gathering equipment, and especially bugs.

The most widespread of these is the bugging of phone
conversations. These are conducted in two basic ways:
Either a listening device is installed in the microphone of
the telephone equipment, or technicians link to the
phone beyond the wall box. Through the telephone it is
possible to listen to what is said in a room even when the
tenant does not make a call. The headset microphone is
not very sensitive, however, so this technique is not very
effective. Several employees of telephone switching cen-
ters were used for telephone bugging. These people
would route calls to a bugging center operated by State
Security. These people, however, were never entered in
the register of agreements as agents. The surveillance
unit also had at its disposal a control panel that allowed
it to bug every telephone booth in Prague. It was also
possible to identify the station from which the call was
placed.

Among the communist regimes the Stasi was the farthest
along in telephone bugging technology. It was able to use
international phone cables to link into the West German
network, and also had Vienna under its control.

Wall Bugs

There are two basic systems for bugging rooms: wire and
radio. The telephone is used for the first kind of system.
Technicians drilled a hole in the wall, installed the bug.
with a power source, closed the hole with fast drying
plaster, then dried the wall with a hair dryer. They ran a
wire to the telephone cable, then wrote down or recorded
in the bugging center. If the suspect did not have a
telephone, the agents would try to recruit neighbors (with
almost 100 percent success) and would run the wire to
their telephone. They then entered the name of the neigh-
bors in the agreements register as secret collaborators.

Wireless (radio) bugs was used less frequently. To do so,
a microphone and transmitter was installed in the wall,
on the back of a cabinet, on the underside of a bed, or in
a door. The range of the transmitter, however, was very
short, only 10-40 meters. Again, at a neighbor’s or in a
car outside was a support point, in this case a device
through which the sounds were again transmitted to
phone lines and from their to the bugging center. Less
frequently someone would sit at the support point and
write down what transpired.

Directional microphones with a range of up to 40 meters
were also used for bugs. These could not be used,
however, on the busier streets. Western intelligence
services use laser equipment. In these devices, a beam is
aimed at a window. The voices of those speaking in the
room make the window glass vibrate, and the device
records the conversation by interpreting the vibrations. -
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Radio bugs were also used for meetings between agents
and “developed facilities.” For example, before a
meeting in a restaurant wall bugging devices with inte-
grated microphones would be installed underneath the
table top. The agent would bring the suspect to the
bugged table and the conversation would be transmitted
10 a car in front of the restaurant, where it was recorded.
The microphone was then removed after the meeting.

In selected hotels the fifth section of the surveillance unit
was legally employed. These people handled surveillance
within the hotel and were responsible for housing guests
in which counterintelligence had an interest in so-called
“warm rooms.” These were rooms that were bugged, but
which also had a video camera aimed at a specific place,
usually the bed. A State Security employee would always
have a recruited agent among the reception staff or
management of a hotel, who would do their bidding
when assigning “guests of interest” to rooms.

Falsifying Documents and Analysis

Included in “intelligence gathering technical missions”
was the task of falsifying different items of paperwork.
Operatives were equipped with “cover” documents.
These included not only false citizen passports, but also
documents that gained them entrance to specific enter-

prises without having to blow their cover by using their

identity cards. Passports and other documents of foreign
countries were also falsified.

This division also produced false compromising mate-
rials, when the intelligence service needed to discredit an
undesirable person.

Perhaps the most important component of the intelli-
gence service is the analytical division. This is where the
materials gathered by operatives were sent, as well as
where experts evaluate the press and television accounts
from that part of the world in which they are trained.
The analyst must be able to identify the source of the
greatest danger at a particular moment, and must inform
the operative of this, as a basis for actions by that
operative. The analysts is a completely independent
person, fully responsible for his own decisions.

At State Security, an analyst reported to the division
director. He would evaluate plans and help to focus
counterintelligence activities. This was particularly
unnecessary work because the plans could not be
changed in any event, and operatives functioned
according to ideological guidelines. The analyst com-
piled reports and processed announcements, docu-
mented the travels of section agents, etc. In other words,
the analyst was a simple bureaucrat.

End of State Security Counterintelligence

The Second Section of State Security, the counterintel-
ligence unit, actually ended its official activities on 28
November 1989. On that date its employees received
instructions, from which we cite below (abridged by the
editorial office):
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“The complex political situation points to an undoubted
enemy objective to liquidate the socialist social order in
the CSSR. The external enemy is counting on eliminating
the leading role of the Communist Party of Czechoslo-
vakia, and the internal enemy is trying to expand his
political influence. We are therefore announcing the fol-
lowing priority tasks for State Security:

«__Use the established agency network and official con-
tacts in identified facilities to keep open the option of
integrating State Security employees into their struc-
tures if necessary.

“_Significantly increase conspiratorial operative activities.

“_Reevaluate the agency network, placing more
emphasis on agencies engaged in cultivating influ-
ence and position, and maximizing agency activity.

«“_Reduce the political activity of church representa-
tives, using agencies engaged in cultivating influence.

“_—Set up a high-quality influence agency as soon as
- possible for the mass communications media.

“__Direct active operations on providing disinforma-
tion for the enemy, compromising leading represen-
tatives of rightist groups, and deepening ideological,
personal, and program conflicts amongst these
groups.”

Methods of surveillance and the use of intelligence
gathering devices remain the same in Czechoslovakia,
and the same people continue to work in the intelligence
gathering offices. Investigations against them must be
approved by the prosecutor, however. The FBIS also
uses cover documents, and even analysis has not
changed much. It remains a newspaper clipping service.

The Federal Security Information Service has been lim-
ited by law since May by a law passed by the Federal
Assembly. This is the only way in which it resembles the
CIA or BND [Federal Intelligence Service of FRG].

Recent Events in Party Politics Reported

92CH0324B Prague LIDOVE NOVINY in Czech
28Jan92p 3

[Article attributed to “our reporters™: “Who Is With
Whom, and Where”’]

[Text] Prague, Brno, Bratislava—We are presenting a
concise overview of events in political parties, as these
have been noted at many press conferences yesterday by
our reporters.

The fact that the Civic Democratic Union-Public
Against Violence [ODU-VPN] has formed an election
coalition with the Civic Democratic Alliance [ODA]
does not mean that it will not continue to cooperate with
the Civic Democratic Party [ODS]. This was announced
by Martin Porubjak, chairman of the ODU-VPN.
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Another representative of this party, delegate Ernest
Valek, defends the signing of a treaty between the
Republics more on psycho-political grounds, not on legal
grounds.

V. Benda, chairman of the Christian Democratic Party
[KDS] thinks, that a portion of the guilt for the negative
reaction of parliament to the passage of constitutional
laws rests with the president, because he submitted five
proposals and withdrew only one of them. This,
according to V. Benda, caused increased tensions and
complicated the possibility of an agreement between the
main political forces. The KDS will be supported in the
elections by the Pan-European Union of Bohemia and
Moravia, which is a political movement that advocates
European unification on a Christian basis.

The Liberal Democratic Party [LDS] is resolving
internal problems. One faction, loyal to the current
chairman, V, Hradska, decided over the weekend to
form a coalition and eventually merge with the ODA.
The remaining members do not intend to support this.
They support the former chairman, E. Mandler.

The chairman of the Slovak National Union [SNJ],
Stanislav Panis, said that his party plans to celebrate on
14 March the creation of the Slovak state, and is inter-
" ested in other nationally oriented parties joining them.
The objective of the SNJ is the spread of nation-building
enlightenment amongst Slovaks at home and abroad.

The Movement for Independent Democracy—
Association for Moravia and Silesia will form an election
coalition, probably by mid-February, with the Liberal
Social Union [LSU], which is made up of the Czecho-
slovak Socialist Party, the Agrarian Party, and the
Greens Party. The Movement has already passed a
platform for the election campaign. The platform
includes a demand to reinstate the death penalty and
residence qualifications for gypsy fellow citizens.

Report on Czechoslovak Armaments Trade

92CH0329A4 Prague RESPEKT in Czech
2 Feb 92 pp 5-7

[Article by Ivan Lamper and Vladimir Mlynar: “Kiond-
ike—Czechoslovak Trade in Armaments”]

[Text] For two years now there has been talk in Czech-
oslovakia about conversion. President Havel and For-
eign Minister Dienstbier frequently repeat the statement
that we are determined to put an end to arms deliveries
to suspect regimes and to areas of conflict. However,
facts are a little different. Behind the curtain of big
words, trade is continuing as before. Only, everything is
a little wilder because the ideological coat of armor has
sprung a leak and the preserved commercial network is
operating completely without control.
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Yugoslavia: $1.5 Million
“Gentlemen,

“We would like to inform you that we have a contract for
delivery of goods to Nigeria. Attached, please find the
listing of goods and a certificate regarding the end user,
No. 129 BL 94126.”

This is how the letter began which, last year o