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formation could sometimes read between the lines and deduce an
inkling of what was really going on.

*
Ofhcial Speeches and Party Documents

An example of the facade and strength pattern practiced at the
time can be found in the report of the Central Committee of
the CPSU to the Nineteenth Party Congress in October 1952,
[t dealt with the political and economic situation in the USSR
and the communist bloc after the war. These are some extracts:

The grain problem [in the Soviet Union] has been solved, solved defi-
nitely and finally.

The achievements in all branches of the national economy have led

to a further improvement in the material and cultural standards of
Soviet society.

Undeviatingly implementing the national policy of Lenin and Stalin,
our Party strengthened the Soviet multi-national state, promoted friend-
ship and co-operation between the peoples of the Soviet Union, did
everything to support, ensure and encourage the efflorescence of the
national cultures of the peoples of our country, and waged an uncompro-
mising struggle against all and sundry nationalist elements. The Soviet
political system, which has gone through the severe test of war and
has become for the whole world an example and model of true equal
rights and co-operation of nations, stands witness to the great triumph
of the ideas of Lenin and Stalin on the nationality question.

The USSR'’s relations with these countries [the communist satellites]
are an example of entirely new relations among states, not met with
before in history. They are based on the principles of equal rights,
economic co-operation and respect for national independence. Faithful
to its treaties of mutual assistance, the USSR is rendering, and will
continue to render, assistance and support in the further consolidation
and development of these countries.

This report was a travesty of the real state of affairs. What it
said was the direct opposite of the truth. Those who composed
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e who approved it, and those who spoke it knew full well
at it was totally false.

ial Disinformation Operations

special Disinformation Service (Service 5) was created in 1947
of the Soviet intelligence service, known then as the Commit-
of Information (KI). It was headed by Colonel Grauehr.2
Special disinformation operations by communist intelligence ser-
ces are never regarded as ends in themselves. They are intended
serve the ends of policy, usually by creating and shaping the
ditions for its successful implementation. Since in the last years
Stalin’s life there was an acute crisis in Soviet affairs and a
ck of any coherent policy for resolving it, the special operations
Service 5 were limited in scope to unattributable propaganda
erations designed to conceal the crisis and to justify some of
more outrageous and irrational instances of Stalin’s behavior.
e example was the effort to plant the suspicion that Tito and
er Yugoslav leaders were long-term Western agents.

A further limiting factor on the scope of special disinformation
operations was the cult of personality, which pervaded Stalin’s dicta-
ship and forbade frankness even when it was required to give
edibility to a falsehood. Two examples illustrate this. A Soviet
t was sent on a mission to the West. He was to pretend that
was a defector seeking political asylum. The host country allowed
m to give a press conference, at which, not unnaturally, he criti-
ed the Soviet regime. When Stalin read the report of the press
conference, he asked who was the agent’s controller, and then said:
“Where did he work before he went into intelligence?” “He was
2 collective farmer,” answered the chief of the service. “Then,”
d Stalin, “send him back to his kolkhoz if he cannot understand

instability.”

On another occasion the Polish security service created the fiction
that an underground organization in Poland, which had in fact
~ been liquidated, was still active. They wanted to use the notional
‘Organization as a channel for political and military disinformation.
‘When Stalin was asked to authorize the passing of this disinforma-



22 NEW LIES FOR OLD
tion, he refused. “It gives the i i 4 iti
s e exp]aing;d : wrong impression of Poland’s political
In 1951, when Soviet intelligence was transferred from the KI
(Committee of Information) to the MGB ( inistry of State Secu-
nt).r),_ Service 5 became a directorate in the new KI under the
Mmllstry of Foreign Affairs, dealing only with diplomatic disinfor-
mation. During the anti-Semitic campaign in 1951-53 Service 5
was as demoralized as the rest of the intelligence service. In fact
its head, Grauehr, went mad. He was succeeded by Ivan lvanovicl':
Tugarinov, who later became head of the KI.

The Patterns of Disinformation:
Transition

Y\HE STRUGGLE FOR POWER BETWEEN STALIN’S SUCCESSORS
| lasted from Stalin’s death in 1953 to Khrushchev's final victory
in June 1957. To an important extent, the struggle was not
 between rival personalities, but between rival policies. In the
of a settled and consistent policy, it is not surprising that
should have been no centralized disinformation department
oviet intelligence during the period. Disinformation was prac-
d sporadically by heads of departments acting on the instructions
‘head of the service.

he aims of disinformation at this time were to conceal from
1e West the dimensions of the internal crisis in the communist
d, to blur the differences in policy of the contenders for the
sion, to hide the savagery of the struggle, and to misrepresent
process of de-Stalinization.

. successful concealment of internal crisis can be illustrated
¢ the handling of information on events in Georgia.

m March 5, 1956, the anniversary of Stalin’s death, the first
disturbance happened in Tbilisi, the capital of Georgia. Large
s of people, especially students, gathered spontancously for
ti-Soviet meeting in the main square. The speakers demanded
abolition of one-party rule, dissolution of the security service,
dom of speech, and the independence of Georgia from the
et Union. The students appealed to the crowds to join the
lt, and many Georgians responded to the appeal. On Khrush-
order the special troops were put on the streets, with orders
e on the crowds. Many were killed and wounded. Many stu-
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