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sierung Polens mittels ethnischer Sduberungen sei vom Ojczyzna-Lager niemals beabsich-
tigt worden, wird auch durch Wiederholung nicht richtig, zumal der Vf. selbst Beispiele
fiir eine geplante Zwangsaussiedlung der Deutschen nennt (etwa S. 373).

Diese verschiedenen Kritikpunkte sollen jedoch nicht iiberdecken, dal} die komplizierte
Vorgeschichte des West-Instituts und ihre ideologische wie praktische Vorbereitung in
diesem Buch in iiberzeugender Weise dargestellt wird. Zweifellos ist M.s Arbeit die wich-
tigste polnischsprachige Publikation, die zu diesemn Thema bisher vorgelegt worden ist. In
Zukunft wird niemand an ihr vorbeikommen, den die Grundlagen der dahinterstehenden
wichtigen und bis in die Gegenwart weiterwirkenden politischen Ideologie interessieren.
Es wire zu wiinschen, dafl weiterbestehende Defizite fiir die Zwischenkriegszeit, beson-
ders aber fiir die Jahre zwischen 1945 und 1989, rasch aufgearbeitet werden, damit in Zu-
kunft stirker die vergleichende europiische Perspektive in den Blick geraten kann.

Mainz Markus Krzoska

Andrzej Friszke: Polska. Losy panstwa i narodu 1939-1989. [Polen. Schicksale des Staa-
tes und der Nation 1939-1989.] Wydawnictwo Iskry. Warszawa 2003. 519 S., s/w Abb.

Andrzej Friszke, one of Poland’s most productive modern historians, has compiled a
Polish history for the years 1939 to 1989. One could hardly ask for a more balanced or
competently written work on a period full of controversy and only recently available to full
historical analysis. F. provides a wealth of information on the major events: war, Stalinism,
1956, 1968, 1980-81, and the transition to a multi-party system. Insights are particularly
strong on his subject of expertise: political opposition. The book’s conclusion contains a
helpful overview on demographic changes, new boundaries, trends in Polish-Soviet re-
lations, and the debate on whether Poland was a totalitarian society. Here F. concurs with
the view of Antoni Dudek, that from 1956 one can speak of Poland as a country with
“totalitarian tendencies.” Only in times of crisis was Polish society able to exert effective
pressure on the state, visible for example in the activities of Communist reformers. The
author attributes the radical changes of the late 1980s to the fact that Poland like the Soviet
Union was falling ever faster behind the West. The regime was particularly afraid of an
explosion of social unrest. The one weakness I could detect in coverage of events was the
Thaw period, which is dealt with in a couple of pages. This is unfortunate, given the
uncertainty of the precise sequence and combination of factors that gradually caused a
break with original Soviet models, and the protracted meander between reform and
repression that followed the Polish October.

In every controversy one finds F. somewhere near the center. He has no scores to settle
with former political opponents (in fact the reader may not be sure who they might have
been), and his passion is reserved for a comprehensive recounting of political history, with
much helpful background on economy and society. He thus achieves the remarkable feat
of critical sympathy with a range of subjects. If there is much open admiration for the
Catholic Church as a refuge for civil society, there is no facile condemnation of the Party.
He grants for example that many made their way to Communism over disgust with the
“social injustices” of Pilsudski’s Poland, and real hope to achieve “material progress” for
their country (p. 175).

The author so surely places himself at the center of controversy that one often wishes
for stronger judgments. He writes for example that some say the western allies had no
influence in Poland’s fate. Others say that Poland was betrayed. What about F.? His book
18 packed with history, but contains little historiography. Why not? In part the issue is a
standard truism that before 1989 “it was not possible to write modern history in a way that
was in keeping with the truth.” (p. 7) The author is of course right that nothing could be
written in official Polish media that did not go through censorship. Hundreds of books and
thousands of articles were written in the West about Poland, but little of that informs this
book’s vision of the past. No work not translated into Polish has informed this study.
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But the book’s use of newly available historical sources might also be described as
disappointing. As a land between East and West, with qualities of both extremes, Poland is
an ideal place to wonder about the interrelationships of political culture and socio-econo-
mic development. Fifteen years after the opening of archives, one might have hoped that a
general history address big questions, for example about the growth of democracy in
Poland. An assumption underlies much of the older work on Poland that, had the Soviets
not intervened, Poland might have enjoyed the fruits of democracy. Is that true? Was there
a consensus in postwar Poland for liberalism that was crushed from outside? From the
opposite end of the book, one might have hoped for more consideration of what Commu-
nism wrought in Polish society. F. notes that reform succeeded in Poland in the late 1980s,
while it was still unthinkable in most other Bloc countries. What made Poland special?
And why has Poland had a smoother transition than other former Soviet countries? Per-
haps, as Ralf Dahrendorf once surmised for Germany, the destruction of old elites removed
some of the obstructions to democracy. Or was the creation of a largely mono-ethnic Po-
land the decisive factor? Or the odd conjuncture of factors in the late 1980s: the fact that
neither regime nor opposition could impose its will upon the other?

Readers searching for more historical judgment may be better satisfied with Andrzej
Paczkowski’s history of 1997, which also covers the years 1939-1989. F. terms Paczkow-
ski’s treatment “essayistic,” but he does so with evident respect. And so perhaps it is more
appropriate, not to ask of F. a grand synthesis or questions he might regard as speculative,
but rather to assess this work in its own terms: and here one must judge it a success. F.s
history is an accurate, eminently fair, wide-ranging and well-paced study of Poland under
dictatorship. And if it ignores literature not in the Polish language, it does provide a com-
prehensive survey of work that has appeared in Polish, often on the minutest subject. As
such it is a work that every Western scholar interested in Poland should have close at hand.

Berkeley John Connelly

Diese Rezension erschien auch in: sehepunkte (www.sehepunkte.de).

Andrzej Pasek: Przestepstwa okupacyjne w polskim prawie karnym z lat 1944-1956.
[Besatzungsverbrechen im polnischen Strafrecht in den Jahren 1944-1956.] (Acta Univer-
sitatis Wratislaviensis, Bd. 2376.) Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu Wroctawskiego. Wroclaw
2002. 209 S.

Der vorliegende Band beschiftigt sich mit der Ahndung sogenannter Okkupationsver-
brechen nach dem Zweiten Weltkrieg in Polen. Wie Andrzej Pasek zeigen kann, gab es
sowohl im Lager der der Exilregierung in London unterstehenden politischen Krifte als
auch bei den polnischen Kommunisten bereits wihrend des Krieges weitreichende Uberle-
gungen, neue strafrechtliche Regelungen fiir die unter der Okkupation begangenen Ver-
brechen zu schaffen. Diese Neuregelung war nicht zuletzt deshalb notwendig, weil das
polnische Strafrecht von 1932 ebenso wie die Strafgesetzbiicher aller anderen Staaten der
Anti-Hitler-Koalition keine ausreichenden Mittel zur Ahndung der Kriegs- und Okkupa-
tionsverbrechen des NS-Regimes bereitstellte. Die faktische Machtiibernahme der Kom-
munisten im Sommer 1944 hatte zur Folge, daB nur deren Konzepte Eingang in den Ge-
setzgebungsprozel fanden. Schon Ende August 1944 erliel das Polnische Komitee der
Nationalen Befreiung das fiir die Bestrafung der Okkupationsverbrechen mafigebliche
Dekret tiber das ,,StrafmaB fiir faschistisch-hitleristische Verbrecher”. Dessen Name allein
macht deutlich, dafl es den neuen Machthabern nur um die Abrechnung mit den deutschen,
nicht jedoch mit den sowjetischen Besatzungsverbrechen ging. Das Dekret hatte den Cha-
rakter eines Rahmengesetzes, war sehr allgemein formuliert und gab der Judikative breiten
Gestaltungsspielraum bei der Anwendung und Auslegung der darin formulierten Normen.
Die Gerichte im Nachkriegspolen wurden damit zu wirkungsvollen Vollstreckern der von
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