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COMMENTS OoN THE Sovier RepLy

The Soviet charges are, for the most-part, red-herrings, employed
for the purpose of diverting attention. They will, therefore, not all be
considered at this time, although they do merit the attention of the
Department in due course. The following comments are immediately
relevant:

1. With regard to the charge that the United Kingdom and the
United States discriminated against the Soviets in the use of captured
German documents:

a. A British Government spokesman has denied all knowledge
of a Soviet request in the summer of 1945 for joint exploitation of
the documents.

b. On the other hand, the Soviet statement that American au-
thorities proposed in September 1945 that all German archives be
thrown open to the governments of all the United Nations is
substantially validated by the records of the Department. Such a
proposal was made, but the British representative asked for and
was granted several delays in order to receive instructions, and the
proposal was later withdrawn on the request of the American
intelligence authorities in Berlin.

2. As to the charge that the documents are a distortion of the facts
because they cover only 193941, it is to be regretted that these papers
could not have been published as part of the regular series, which
would, of course, have given a broader perspective on Nazi relations
with all other powers, Time obviously did not permit this to be done.
It, nevertheless, remains true that the documents arve an accurate ac-
count of Nazi-Soviet relations during the 198941 period, and the truth
which they contain is not obscured by the fact that they come from
the German Foreign Office, since they were prepared at the time not
for propaganda purposes but as accurate analyses of situations for
the confidential use of Nazi authorities.

3. Regarding the charge that the British and French conspired to
get Germany into war with the U.S.S.R., the documents thus far cited
do not demonstrate the existence of such a conspiracy. Nor have the
editors found any evidence of such a conspiracy. Tt is nevertheless
possible that, by a careful choice of parts of documents, the Soviets
could present a picture which would be convincing to those desiring to
be convinced. It is assumed that the Soviets will attempt to do this.

4. The Soviets have announced their intention of publishing sub-
sequently a collection of documents which will presumably substantiate
the charges that have thus far been made. It was to be expected that
some such riposte would be forthcoming, and the question arises as
to what may be expected. It may be recalled that three volumes of Ger-
man documents were issued by the Soviets in 1946, bearing on German
relations with Turkey, Hungary and Spain. It is the opinion of the
American editors of the German War Documents Project that the
Soviets may have large parts.of one of the higher files of the political
division of the German Foreign Office, thereby being in possession of
an important cross-section of the record of German foreign relations.
The Soviets have not, however, yet shown their hand.



652 FOREIGN RELATIONS, 1947, VOLUME III

The precise extent of the Soviet holding of documents is not known
by the editors, hence no accurate forecast can be made as to possible
Soviet action. :

IapricaTions For UNiTep StaTES Poricy

The foregoing facts suggest the following considerations of policy:

1. Consideration might be given to offering access to the German
Foreign Office Archives to Soviet scholars on a basis of the reciprocal
right of access for the editors of the other participating powers to
all German Foreign Office documents in the possession of the Soviet
Government.

In this connection, a UP report of February 10 stated that a Foreign
Office spokesman had invited the Russians to join Great Britain, the
United States, and France in publishing without censorship the Ger-
man Foreign Office documents on Hitler’s relations both Fast and
West. This has not been confirmed, and the British Embassy states
that the Foreign Office has made no statement that would support such
a report.

It is reasonable to suppose that permitting representatives of the
U.S.S.R. to join the German War Documents Project would compli-
cate the task of the editors and impose serious delays in publication.
This is well illustrated by a statement made by the Soviet reply of
February 10 which refers to the alleged negotiations with the British
in 1945 and which states that publication of the documents would be
inadmissible “without careful and objective verification”, which, it
stated, would have to be made jointly. The assumption lying behind
this proposed “verification”, as envisaged by the Soviets, is contrary to
the fundamental principle of scholarly objectivity on which the docu-
ments project rests. Joint “verification” suggests the right of indi-
vidual veto for political reasons on the inclusion of particular
documents. Serious differences of opinion would doubtless arise and
the completion of the project would be jeopardized.

2. The situation clearly calls for the publication at the earliest pos-
sible date of the volumes containing a comprehensive record of the
crucial years preceding and during the war. It is anticipated that in
the Berlin meeting this April the editors will make the final selection
of documents covering the period from mid-1937 to the outbreak of
war in 1939. Other volumes will follow as soon as possible, bringing the
record down through the war years.

The early consummation of this publication program should be
pressed, for it will place pre-war and wartime diplomatic relationships
in clearer perspective and provide a satisfactory answer to the adverse
critics at home and abroad.
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3. The Russian statements and documents issued in reply to the
Department’s documentary publication should be carefully analyzed,

annotated, and appraised, and relevant information should be prepared
for use as circumstances may dictate.?

3The memorandum was referred to the Counselor of the Department, Charles
E. Bohlen, who notified Mr. Russell that he did not think it would be wise to
offer access to Soviet scholars but that the other two recommendations were all
right. Mr. Hickerson concurred. (862.414/2-2348)



INTEREST OF THE UNITED STATES IN QUESTIONS RE-
LATING TO NAVIGATION OF THE RHINE AND DANUBE
RIVERS

[Documentation on this subject, not printed, is in Department, of State
file No. 840.811.]
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