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Questionnaire

Session 1 Trust, Mistrust and Stabilization:
Transformation of the State Apparatus

Introduction  Jorg Baberowski

Chair Bettina Greiner

* What did the death of the dictator mean in terms of redefining the sources of
legitimacy for the rule of power? Is trust a source of legitimacy? What kind of trust
would that be?

* What did the renunciation of force and the resuscitation of party structures mean
for ordetly, regulated decision-making among the leadership?

* Of all people how did Khrushchev manage to become the first among equals?

* Were they able to overcome the distrust that existed among members of the
leading circles and develop procedures based on calculability as well as on the
predictability of expectations and a secure sense of order? In what way did distrust
act as a stabilizing factor?

* How were elections, discussions and decisions carried out in the Central
Committee?

*What effect did the predictability of expectations and a secure sense of order
have on discussions and how conflicts were decided?

* How did this trust-building process by means of calculable procedures spread
from the top downwards and what did this imply for the stability of the rule of
power in the Soviet Union?

* Who saw de-Stalinization as a risk? Were there »losers« as a result of the de-

Stalinization process? And if so, what was their significance?
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Session 2 Integration and Loyalty: Pacifying Society
Introduction  Stefan Plaggenborg
Chair Claudia Weber

* To what degree was Soviet society stabilized by opening the camps and returning
to criminal prosecution as a legal procedure?

* What impact did the return to a policy of nationalization have on the periphery
of the empire?

* What changes did consumer and housing-construction policies trigger? What
were the consequences of easing the hold in cultural and daily life?

* What was the role played by the inner pacification through amnesty and
forgetting? Was forgetting and silence a successful strategy for re-establishing

social harmony?

Session 3 De-Stalinization in the Soviet Union
and East Central Europe: Similarities and Differences

Introduction Pavel Kolar
Chair Mischa Gabowitsch

*In view of the varying experiences of Stalinization, were there also different
varietes of de-Stalinization?

* How central to the transformation process was the past experience of violence?
What role did the debate on the Leninist model of political rule play?

* Were the relaxations in Poland and Hungary perceived as a gain? What was the
role played by memories of the pre-Soviet period?

* What importance did Polish, Hungarian, Czechoslovakian or German debates
have for de-Stalinization in the Soviet Union?

* How was Khrushchev perceived in Central and Eastern Europe and what
possibilities emerged for the local regimes to expand their latitude? Who saw
themselves as winners and who saw themselves as losers of the de-Stalinization

process?
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Session 4 What Was the Importance of De-Stalinization
for Western Countries?

Introduction Brunello Mantelli

Chair Felix Schnell

* What did de-Stalinization mean for Soviet foreign and security policy?

* How was de-Stalinization received in the West?

* What was the impact of de-Stalinization on international relations and
particularly on the relationship with the United States?

* What was the impact of de-Stalinization on West Germany? Did it de-demonize
the Soviet Union’s imager? Or did the cumulative effect of the Cuban Missile
Crisis, the Hungarian uprising of 1956, and the Berlin Wall eclipse all other
images?

* How did people perceive de-Stalinization in countries like France and Italy where
there were strong communist parties and advocates as well as adversaries of the
Soviet brand of socialism?

*In the eyes of Western observers was Khrushchev a benefactor or a traitor?
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