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1 . 0  I N T R O D U C T I O N  
 
 
U1.1 Brief Description  
 
 

"…The Cold War was at the background of all spheres of national life; political, economic, 
scientific and cultural. The physical remains of this confrontation form a valuable historical 
record of our national experience of this era."TP

1
PT 

 
The Cold War was a defining force of the 20P

th
P century spanning from approximately the end 

of World War II until the dissolution of the USSR in 1991, first signalled by the fall of the 
Berlin Wall in November 1989. These four decades saw unprecedented efforts devoted 
towards the development of ever more menacing arms, protection for populations from such 
weaponry, space-age intelligence tools and methods of propagandist self-promotion to 
include the bastion of space itself. 
 
Though the Cold War itself is a comparatively recent historical event, it cannot be too early 
to deal with a heritage which is already fast disappearing. The remains of the Cold War in 
Europe have been targets of mass demolition since the fall and rapid demolition of the Wall. 
This fact has been confirmed by a number of concerned organisations Europe-wide 
contacted during the preparation of this study.TP

2
PT On the other hand, evidence of scattered 

Cold War heritage related projects already underway, or in the planning stages has also been 
uncovered here and there; but often devoid of funding or support.  
 
While the US and UK have been concerned with their respective Cold War heritages for over 
a decade it seems Europe might just now be ready to consider theirs more fundamentally  
and a good time to establish some basic parameters in the field: where are the sites and 
relics? What type of traces remain? Who is interested in them and how are they dealing with 
them? Is there local, national, international interest from individuals, organisations, 
governments in such sites, and what, if any, work has already been done?  
 
This study is intended as a first-step investigative assignment to test the waters of the Cold 
War European legacy: to locate its advocates and constituents and determine their 
standpoints. It is hoped that the study will trigger a more thorough research project to 
further examine the remains, traces and  sites discovered here and propose ways and means 
of conserving the most significant. Ultimately, this study aims to initiate a process to prevent 
the remaining significant physical reminders of this most recent, controversial and highly 
significant eras of the 20 P

th
P century simply vanishing.  

 
 
U1.2 Background  
 

“In 1989 the Berlin Wall fell and “Checkpoint Charlie” became history. Suddenly the historic 
preservation community became aware of a Cold War heritage that would be lost without 
timely action.” TP

3
PT 

 
Whilst the US government was quick to issue a congressional mandate to “inventory, protect 
and conserve”TP

4
PT Cold War heritage to the Department of Defence (DOD) in 1991 and 

                                                 
TP

1
PT Cocroft W D, 2001, English Heritage Cold War Monuments: by the Monuments Protection Programme 

TP

2
PT Refer to Appendix 5 for full transcript of responses 

TP

3
PT US Department of Defense  Coming in from the Cold, Military Heritage in the Cold War 1994: 40 

TP

4
PT ibid.:2 
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concurrently similar efforts were initiated in the UK by English Heritage, conservation of a 
Cold War legacy generally lags in Europe.TP

5
PT 

 
The Chair of Conservation at the Brandenburg University of Technology (BTU)  in Cottbus, 
Germany, under the direction of Professor Leo Schmidt, is well placed both geographically 
and thematically to act as a cornerstone institution for Cold War heritage research. Cottbus is 
located 150 km south-east of Berlin in the former DDR, close to the border of Poland. In 
2000, Schmidt, co-author of The Berlin Wall Today,TP

6
PT was approached by the Senate 

Conservation Department of Berlin to investigate the current remains of the Berlin Wall.  
 

“For a dozen years, the absence of the wall caused little regret in Germany’s new capital. But 
slowly, Berliners are realizing that they’ve lost their city’s defining landmark, the very symbol 
of the Cold War – and a tourist attraction …. A new generation of Germans is coming of age 
with no memory of the wall or of two Germanys.”TP

7
PT 

 
The Chair was consequently commissioned to undertake a semi-archaeological survey and 
document all remains and traces of the Wall. Completed in August 2003, the 800 pages of 
documentation reveal there is a great deal more of this “anti-fascist protection rampart” 
remaining than is popularly believed. Though admittedly little endures of what the general 
population recognise as “the Wall” – the Western face of the 1975 generation of wall – 
substantial traces of the Eastern face or hinterland wall and various other segments and 
voids that once included the death-strip, provide indisputable evidence that such a Wall 
indeed existed. The Chair of Conservation hopes that the documentation itself and the 
interest it has raised will help champion the cause of conserving more of this ugly and 
dilapidated, yet highly representative Cold War symbol and has recommended applying for 
UNESCO World Heritage Site status. 
 
Prof. Leo Schmidt and the BTU Chair of Architectural Conservation has additionally planned a 
symposium - Both Sides of the Wall, Preserving Monuments and Sites of the Cold War Era - 
in Berlin for May 2004. The main theme will be the Berlin Wall, discussed from different 
angles, with the results of this study presented as part of the discussion on research and 
conservation of monuments and sites of the Cold War era in general. The idea is to provide a 
platform from which a larger conference can proceed in 2006.  
  
 
U1.3 Objective and Aims 
 
 
Intended primarily as an exploratory study, the overall objective is to initiate a survey into 
the current field of Cold War heritage in Europe towards developing a future research project 
to target sites for further investigation and ultimate conservation. To reach such an 
objective, a number of shorter term aims are part of this study: 
  
 To devise a list of contact points also exploring, or interested in, Cold War heritage or 

related topics in countries of Europe: particularly heritage organisations, universities and 
museums. Such a list should both help determine the whereabouts of Cold War heritage, 
the current state of field work and research and reveal possible avenues for future 
collaboration. 

 

                                                 
TP

5
PT much work has already been carried out in the US and UK and by certain individual European countries, as will 

be discussed later 
TP

6
PT Schmidt L and Feversham P, 1999 The Berlin Wall Today, Verlag Bauwesen, Berlin 

TP

7
PT The Wall Street Journal, page 1, September 25, 2003 
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 To determine which countries might be best focussed on in further research, based on 
the contact points, the sites they have and interest in preserving them.  

 
 To develop a "Cold War Site Map" of Europe highlighting potential remains and traces as 

they come to light; balancing East, West and neutral countries as far as is possible and 
focussing on less militaristic sites. 

  
 To investigate existing research into the field of Cold War heritage in the UK and US: 

especially with regards to the types and categories of sites towards developing an 
appropriate structure of categories for European Cold War sites with international 
reference. 

 
 To suggest research options, derived from this study, which could be developed to form 

the next phase or new research proposal. 
 
 To promote awareness of significant Cold War sites. 

 
 
U1.4 Methodology 
 
 
The methodological approach of research adopted for this study, will necessarily reflect the 
pioneering nature: investigating the Cold War heritage of Europe denotes exploration of 
essentially unchartered territory. An empirical process of data collection, recording and 
analysis will therefore form the foundation of the study, the results of which will inform and 
adapt it as it evolves. Existing literature and data will supplement empirical data when 
available and where applicable, though such resources are limited. Due to the investigative 
nature of the methodology, it should be noted that any results and conclusions reported here 
are only valid in the context of this study. 
 
Before launching into the current status of the field of Cold War heritage in Europe, section 
2.0 briefly outlines the historical context of the Cold War in Europe, to be read in connection 
with the timeline of appendix 1, in which important Cold War events of Europe are 
summarised. Such an historical background, broadly encompassing the geographical, political 
and ideological divisions of Cold War Europe, is vital if the significance of the physical 
heritage is to be to be understood. 
 
Section 3.0 discusses the complex and difficult nature of Cold War heritage and the current 
attitudes to such heritages within the conservation field. Additionally, the Berlin Wall is 
highlighted as a representative case study in this field. Section 4.0 introduces the research 
approach and methods employed to make contact with the Cold War Heritage field in 
Europe, records the important results and analyses them toward developing future project 
guidelines and options. This section contains the bulk of the study, with tables and maps 
used to help convey the most important results and conclusions of the data collected.  
 
Section 5.0 recommends guidelines and options for a further research project based on the 
findings of this study and 6.0 some brief final remarks. The appendices provide 
supplementary information to the study as necessary.  
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2 . 0  H I S T O R I C A L  C O N T E X T  –  T H E  C O L D  W A R  
 
 
U2.1 Defining the Cold War 
 
 
The ‘Cold War’ became accepted terminology from the late 1940sTP

8
PT to refer to the conflict 

between two seemingly incompatible political approaches to the World: communist and 
capitalist. These two ideologies divided much of the world into two camps, led by the Soviet 
Union and the United States. Unlike a standard “war”, the Cold War remained ostensibly not-
foughtTP

9
PT and thereby, not-hot. However, its impact on every day life as a political, ideological, 

economic, technological, cultural and social conflict, accompanied by the omnipresent threat 
of nuclear war at any moment, imposed a constant menace.  
 
Establishing dates to define the duration of the Cold War is useful for studies such as this 
but, as with other historical periods, also dangerous in implying that the period can be 
analysed outside the context in which it belongs and must be understood. Origins of the Cold 
War can be traced to the East-West conflict for political power, begun in the mid 19P

th
P century 

and evidenced in the Crimean War of 1854-1856.TP

10
PT Nevertheless, there are sufficient 

distinctions to delineate the Cold War from the East-West conflict as a separate era: 
 

‘Der Kalte Krieg war im Gegensatz zum Ost-West-Konflikt jedoch ein permanenter und aktiv 
betriebener “Nicht-Frieden”, in dem alles das eingesetzt wurde, was man bisher nur aus der 
militärischen Auseinandersetzung kannte...Dieser “Nicht-Frieden”, konnte binnen Stunden zu 
einem unbegrenzten atomaren Krieg werden und einen Großteil der Menschheit vernichten.TP

11
PT 

 
(‘In contrast to the East-West-Competition, the Cold War was a permanent and actively-run 
„Non-Peace“ in which everything was employed which had been knwon until then only in 
military conflicts … This „Non-Peace“ could have turned within hours into an unlimited nuclear 
war and annihilate a large proportion of mankind. ‘) 

 
Stöver begins his Cold War timeline with the entry of America into World War I on the 6P

th
P 

April, 1917 shortly before the Russian revolution of November the same year. These dates 
are indeed crucial to understanding the Cold War, with the revolution especially highlighting 
the ideological component now compounding the previously political struggle of the east-
west conflict. However, to comply with the intentions of this study in exploring the traces of 
the Cold War in Europe, as distinct from the first or second World Wars, the end of WWII 
would seem to mark the most logical date from which to consider events (refer appendix 1).  
 
Pinpointing the end of the Cold War also arouses debate; in fact some still dispute whether 
the Cold War is in fact over everywhere.TP

12
PT For the purposes of this study, the symbolic fall of 

the Berlin Wall on November the 9P

th
P 1989, followed two years later by the official dissolution 

of the Soviet Union, would seem to offer the most appropriate finale.  
 

‘No one who watched on television will ever forget the images of crowds of East and West 
Germans dancing on top of the Wall, hacking away bits of it for souvenirs…If there ever was a 

                                                 
TP

8
PT Bernard Baruch, an assistant advisor to the US President, first publicly employed the term Cold War in June 

1947, though it is generally credited to Walter Lippman’s articles in the New York Herald Tribune. From the 1950s 
it was in general use and worldwide in literature, cf. Bernd Stöver, Der Kalte Krieg, München 2003: 8-9 
TP

9
PT Only in the 3P

rd
P world was the Cold War finally also fought as a conventional military conflict, Stöver 2003:9 

TP

10
PT Stöver 2003: 8 

TP

11
PT Stöver 2003: 8 

TP

12
PT Wolff D discusses the possibility that if the Cold War is not necessarily over yet in all places: Cold War 

Endpoints?: Beginning the Debate  Cold War International History Project Bulletin 10: 183-4  
HTUhttp://wwics.si.edu/indexUTH  
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Map 1 Divisions of Cold War Germany

symbolic moment when most of the world thought the Cold War ended, it was that night in 
Berlin.’TP

13
PT 

U2.2 Post WW II Europe 
 
 
In the years immediately following World War II, the United States and the Soviet Union 
were the only major powers capable of effective independent action and already, by 1945, 
the global character of U.S. – Soviet rivalry was emerging. Before the end of WWII, Winston 
Churchill, Franklin Roosevelt and Joseph Stalin gathered at the Yalta conference in February 
1945 to draw up fresh borders of the European nations. These were later confirmed in July 
at the Potsdam conference.  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The Soviet Union established a position of dominance in the east, taking control of the Baltic 
states and later establishing communist regimes, with the aid of the Soviet armies of 
occupation, from Poland to Bulgaria. Germany was divided into four occupation zones each 
controlled by one of the former wartime Allies: Britain, the US, the Soviet Union and France. 
                                                 
TP

13
PT Gates, R.M, Director of the CIA From the Shadows: the Ultimate Insider's Story of five presidents and how they 

won the Cold War p.5 as quoted in Blanton T, When did the Cold War End? Cold War International History Project 
Bulletin 10: 184-8  HTUhttp://wwics.si.edu/indexUTH 
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Post-war stability was believed, at this stage, to hinge on the suppression of German 
dominance and therefore Berlin, though officially lying in the Soviet Sector, was deemed too 
strategically important to remain under the control of one power. Berlin was thus divided 
between the four allies with access to the Western sectors limited to controlled road, rail and 
air corridors. 
 
U2.3 Cold War Berlin - The Frontline 
 
The division between the “Eastern” Soviet occupied sector and the “Western” sector of Berlin 
marked the frontline to the Cold War and was later physically manifested with the building of 
the Berlin Wall in 1961. Owing to its representational importance and vulnerability, 
completely surrounded by the Soviet sector, West Berlin became a focal point and 
propaganda tool of the West as highlighted during the Berlin Blockade. 
 

T“Berlin … is more than a showcase of liberty. It is even more than a link with the free world, a 
beacon of hope behind the iron curtain, and escape hatch for refugees.”TTP

14
PTTT 

 
The Soviets were never happy to forgo West Berlin: the Berlin Blockade was an early 
attempt to force the Allied powers out, coinciding with talks of the planned Western German 
currency reform. The USSR ordered the closure of land routes into the city on June 24, 1948. 
Had the Russians nuclear capabilities at this point things might have been different, but as it 
was they were in no position to stage a larger offensive. Rather than threaten war by forcing 
a land route, the Allies began to airlift supplies in an operation that lasted eleven months and 
delivered 2 300 000 tons.TP

15
PT A second airfield (Tegel) was hastily constructed within 60 days 

to supplement Tempelhof airport.  
 
Financially speaking, the Berlin Airlift was a huge burden to bear by the Allies, but it was so 
politically and psychologically significant in elucidating the intentions of the Western Allies 
that it proved invaluable: a great piece of propaganda proving Allied concurrence and 
unflinching support in the face of diversity. 

 
“Der Westen hatte gezeigt, dass er bereit war, für die Freiheit einen Krieg zu riskieren, und 
Berlin damit zu einem politischen Symbol gemacht. Spätestens jetzt waren für alle die Fronten 
klar.“TP

16
PT 

 
(“The West had demostrated that it was willing to risk a war for Freedom and had turned 
Berlin into a political symbol. Now at last the front lines were clear for all to see.“) 

 
The tug-of-war over Berlin was over however. Further attempts by the Soviets to alienate 
the Eastern sector from the Western three were made, whilst concurrently facing a growing 
unrest amongst the Eastern population. On June 17, 1953, remembered today as the ‘Berlin 
Uprising’, East German workers in Berlin and around 200 other locations in East Germany 
(refer map 1) protested against the repressive government, demanding free elections. Soviet 
Tanks and violent force ensured a quick end to the dissent: to this day, the number of 
victims remains uncertain.  
 
The results of the Berlin Uprising fuelled the resolve of many East Berliners to flee the East, 
most commonly via Berlin. Between 1949 and 1961 over 2 million escaped West from 
Eastern Germany. A deadline established by Soviet Party Leader Nikita Khrushchev for the 
Allied forces to withdraw from Berlin was ignored and in 1961 the first stage of the Berlin 
Wall was erected to contain the Eastern sector. The Berlin Wall was continually perfected 
                                                 
TP

14
PT Kennedy Speech, 25P

th
P July 1961 

TP

15
PT Cocroft W.D. and Thomas Roger J.C. 2003: 5 

TP

16
PT Stöver 2003: 34 
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over the following years to become an increasingly deadly obstruction dividing the East from 
West.  
 
U2.4 The Iron Curtain - Divisions and Alliances of Cold War Europe 
 
 
In 1946 Winston Churchill famously predicted the fall of an “Iron Curtain” over Europe; 
indeed, the division between Western Capitalist and Eastern Communist countries widened 
quickly following the end of World War II and the undisputed Superpower leaders, the USSR 
and US, essentially split Europe between them.  These divisions were further reinforced with 
the formation of NATO in 1949 and the Warsaw Pact in 1955. 
  
NATO, the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation, committed the US to the defence of Europe. It 
was signed on April 4 1949 at a time when the capitalist nations of the West were fearful of 
Stalin’s expansionist ambitions and the potential for a communist Soviet invasion of Western 
Europe, especially following the Berlin Blockade. NATO claimed to have an essentially 
deterrent role throughout the Cold War. The treaty was signed by the US, Canada and 10 
European states including Belgium, Denmark, France, UK, Iceland, Italy, Luxembourg, the 
Netherlands, Norway and Portugal. In 1952 Turkey and Greece signed on as did West 
Germany in 1955 and Spain in 1982, while France withdrew in 1966. Throughout the Cold 
War NATO had at its disposal the combined military force of all its members, including the 
nuclear weapons of the USA, the UK, and France until her withdrawal.  
 

In response to the rearming and admission of the Federal Republic of Germany to NATO, the 
Warsaw Pact was established in 1955 as the defensive alliance of the communist Eastern 
bloc nations including: Albania, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, East Germany, Hungary, Poland, 
Rumania and the Soviet Union. Belonging to NATO and the Warsaw Pact incurred certain 
obligations generally ordered by the US and USSR respectively, in reaction to armament 
policies. To avoid such commitments, certain countries chose a non-aligned policy, including 
Austria, Finland, Ireland, Portugal, Spain, Sweden and Switzerland. 

Map 2  Divisions of Cold War Europe



3 . 0  A  D I F F I C U L T  H E R I T A G E   
 
 
U3.1 The Nature of the Heritage 
 
 
The heritage of the Cold War must be a complex and broad-ranging cultural heritage if it is 
to begin to reveal and reflect the significant events of an ideological conflict spanning 45 
years, involving much of the world, and encompassing political, ideological, economic, 
technological, cultural and social issues. To many, the idea of attempting to conserve such a 
heritage sounds discordant due to the awkward or “uncomfortable” TP

17
PT nature of the subject 

matter and the generally unappealing aesthetics associated. There is no doubt that the 
heritage of the Cold War is not an easy one to deal with – a war that happened everywhere 
and nowhere with a multifarious legacy compounded by propagandist and covert qualities – 
but it is exactly these complexities that make it such an intriguing heritage.  
 
The physical legacy of the Cold War offers an authentic insight into an intriguing and obscure 
period of history. Because it was a war without battlefields, its legacy is less obviously 
tangible. It lurks in odd creations and installations alluding to the doctrine, fears and 
propaganda of war – aggression, defence, competition, intelligence and influence.  Because 
it fortunately never culminated in actual war, remaining ideological and psychological, it is all 
the more obscure and difficult to fathom. It is surely therefore even more important that 
some of those existing, authentic pieces of the puzzle remain:   
 

“Curious sites, such as the Berlin Wall, particularly require personal investigation, as the 
behaviour of the daily visitors to Berlin proves. Memory adheres to places and clings to sites 
and objects…the experience and perception of the authentic place, the authentic fragment 
can act as a reinforcement, or even correct views or imaginative projections acquired by other 
means.”TP

18
PT 

 
The Cold War was the precursor to many of the events unfolding today. Understanding the 
physical legacy helps shed light on current worldwide developments through historically 
informative and emotive means, which cannot be recreated. Discovering the Cold War legacy 
of Europe is already hindered by the obliteration of many remnants, such as the majority of 
the Berlin Wall, however, there also remains much to be considered as will be revealed in 
the following chapters.    
 
 
U3.2 Conserving Difficult Heritages  
 
 
Exactly which cultural heritage of what peoples, cultures, events and timeframes should be 
considered worthy of protection/conservation is an involved, contentious and continual topic 
of debate amongst professionals and academics in the field and not the subject of this 
report.  However, what is worth noting here is that as the result of a long process, staged in 
many countries, a certain ideological direction in the field of heritage preservation has 
become internationally widely recognised and generally accepted. This development 
promotes an inclusive approach: focussing not only on memorials of the high arts and 
culture, but also monuments bearing physical witness to economic, social and even 
unpleasant history into which category much of the Cold War legacy belongs.  
 

                                                 
TP

17
PT a term used by Norbert Huse in his Unbequeme Baudenkmale. 

TP

18
PT Leo Schmidt, 2001, talk The Berlin Wall: Border, Fragment, Void, Memory. 
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This movement is reflected in multiple recent amendments to heritage and conservation 
policies around the world.  The World Heritage Property list of UNESCO for example has 
amended its criteria over the years to enable the inclusion of such sites as Hiroshima, 
Auschwitz and examples of less aesthetic periods of history such as the Industrial Revolution. 
Nevertheless, while conservationists seem to agree on the guiding principle of such an 
inclusive theory, practical evidence of implementation lags. There needs to be a much 
greater push from those within (and without) the field to generate interest in those “difficult” 
heritages if they are to be protected in reality as well as in theory.  
 
The Cold War offers an obscure, intriguing and difficult legacy, in short a great challenge to 
the conservation field. Of course, like all heritages, the whole cannot and should not be 
preserved. Many sites are vast and completely superfluous in function and careful research 
and analysis is required to ensure the most significant sites are recognised for possible 
protection. This study attempts to provide an initiative towards understanding the extent of 
this legacy in Europe and existing attitudes on the theme before steps can be made towards 
the possible conservation of the most culturally significant components.  
 
 
3.3 UThe Berlin Wall 
 
 
The Berlin Wall signifies the division of Eastern and Western ideologies, but more 
importantly, its utterly unanticipated fall released a wave of sympathy and enthusiasm 
worldwide: unquestionably triggering the dissolution of the Eastern Block and in fact, a new 
world order.  
 

“Worldwide interest on the subject of the Berlin Wall is unremitting.  No tourist comes to 
Berlin today without asking: 'Where was the Wall?”…Despite the fact that the Berlin Wall is 
probably better known worldwide than any single object found on the World Heritage list, 
chances are slim that it will ever be elevated to the status of a World Heritage site…” TP

19
PT 

 
Though the bulk of the structure was quickly demolished, notably the western facing 
element recognised by most as the “real” Wall dating from 1975, there remain substantial 
traces and remains as documented recently by the Brandenburg Technical University, 
Cottbus, Germany. “Die Mauer ist noch lange nicht weg.”TP

20
PT The Berlin Wall offers an 

excellent case study for this discussion of conserving difficult heritages: it is without doubt 
the best globally recognised Cold War icon, but its final traces are not yet protected.  While 
the fate of these final remaining relics remains undecided, they are at least, finally, a topic of 
discussion for the Berlin State Conservation Department.  
 
This is of course not to say that all the remaining traces should be preserved. To the 
contrary, the Wall is most extraordinary and symbolic because of its fall and disappearance. 
As Norbert Huse discusses in his Unbequeme Baudenkmale, the Berlin Wall, with all its 
deadly trimmings, was hardly an object of pride for the city. It was fully expected that the 
immediate reaction of the masses, to the applause of a worldwide audience, was to tear it 
down. In fact, had the reaction been otherwise there would have been a mightier uproar. 
However, who is ever going to believe such a structure ever existed without material 
remains?  
 
 

                                                 
TP

19
PT Leo Schmidt, 2003: speech The Berlin Wall: Border, Fragment, Void, Memory 

TP

20
PT Article Headline, Kai Michel, Die Zeit, 7 August 2003 
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It is only the authentic, in situ remnants and traces of this most intriguing, horrifying and 
perfectly maintained border that can convey the truth. Records, reports and oral testimonies 
may convey vital information, but cannot avoid interpretative slants of their authors, even 
where the most objective intentions prevail. “Even in an effort to portray unerring objectivity, 
this is not possible. The physical remnants are the only key to an unbiased testimony.”TP

21
PT The 

Berlin was a most bizarre structure and not ‘a border like any other’ as proven by the 
physical remains documented in the report of the BTU, Cottbus. TP

22
PT  

 
It will most likely still be some time before a decision is made on what is to be done with the 
remaining traces, but in the meantime, following the media publicity accompanying the 
completed documentation report in Germany and abroadTP

23
PT, there shall hopefully be some 

productive debate on the subject.   
 

“Wenn eines Tages das letzte materielle Beweisstück für die Existenz der Berliner Mauer 
verschwunden sein wird, werden künftige Generationen nicht mehr daran glauben, dass es sie 
je gab.“TP

24
PT 

 
 
4 . 0  D I S C O V E R I N G  A  E U R O P E A N  C O L D  W A R  H E R I T A G E  
 
 
To determine a European Cold War heritage there must first be an exploratory process to 
collect related data. The first two chapters of this section deal with the approach, methods 
and results of this process. Having assembled such a basis of exploratory data concerning 
the particular heritage of the Cold War in Europe, it is necessary to further analyse these 
results to enable their utilisation in a future research project. Chapters 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5 
therefore further analyse the countries, sources and sites, from the data collected in this 
study. From such an analysis, certain fundamental parameters can be established to aid 
decisions and appropriate directions as will be discussed in section 5.0. 
 
 
4.1 Research Approach and Methods 
 
 
The heritage of the Cold War in Europe (excluding that of the UK) is a relatively unknown 
quantity; a fact that both provided motivation for this pioneering study and dictated that a 
principally empirical research approach would be necessary, to be supplemented with 
research based on existing data and literature when available and appropriate. With Europe 
established as the scope of research, it was important to commence data collection with a 
truly Europe-wide emphasis: gauging the status of the field over the entire continent before 
possibly committing more attention to one country or another. Such an approach was 
intended to ensure any later directions of investigation would be justified by legitimate, if not 
exhaustive, data.  
 

                                                 
TP

21
PT Leo Schmidt, 2003: speech The Berlin Wall: border, fragment, void, memory 

TP

22
PT Played down by former Border Guard generals and SED politicians as ‘a national border like any other’, the BTU 

documentation report on the Berlin Wall (completed in 2003) highlights evidence proving it is indeed a unique 
structure. For example the coloured markings located on lamp posts acting as in-house signals. They informed 
the border guards how far West they could venture before being considered border-violators themselves. This 
information is not contained in the files. It comes only from the memories of the border guards and is only 
displayed in the actual physical remains.  
TP

23
PT A number of articles on the subject of the Berlin Wall followed the release of the documentation report in 

Germany, but also in the New York Times and many other international media. 
TP

24
PT Leo Schmidt as quoted in the Article Die Mauer ist noch lange nicht weg  by Kai Michel, Die Zeit, 7 August 2003 
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For the purposes of this study, Europe is defined as the EU (excluding the UK) and certain 
associated states, including the 25 countries of: Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Denmark, 
Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, 
Lithuania, Luxemburg, the Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Slovenia, Slovakia, Spain, 
Sweden and Switzerland (refer map 03). The only feasible means of undertaking such a 
wide-reaching investigation was via online communication (email and internet) supplemented 
with telephone calls, traditional post where necessary and meetings/conferences where 
feasible and particularly appropriate. 

 
 
4.1.1 Online Communication 
 
 
Online communication and internet access provided the only viable method to undertake 
such a study as this within a reasonable timeframe and budget, allowing maximum scope 
and involving minimal expense. There are of course substantial limitations inherent in such a 
methodology that must also be taken into account when analysing the results which will be 
further explained at the end of this chapter. 
 
 
 
Collecting empirical data for such an exploratory but specific study in 25 countries of Europe 
required: 
  
1. Locating possible target groups   appropriate individuals, organisations,  

companies and institutions etc. that    
might be relevant to and/or interested in the  
field of Cold War heritage in Europe   

 
2. Contacting the above (online)  to inform about the study and enquire as to  

their interest, involvement and knowledge on 
the subject. 

 
3. Recording & analysing responses  from which a more developed approach could  

 be generated. 
 
The initial procedure adopted was as systematic as possible in terms of reaching a truly 
European-wide audience. Rounds of emails were sent out from July 2003 to appropriate, 
Europe-wide target groupsTP

25
PT located primarily through internet searches and 

recommendations. The emails included an attached “flyer” TP

26
PT outlining key aspects of the 

study along with a general note of introduction and request for comments and/or further 
information and contacts, depending on the particular specialty of the target group. 
Predictably, the procedure became less systematic as European-wide target groups were 
depleted and tended to be replaced by national organisations and institutions as 
recommended in emailed responses.  
 

                                                 
TP

25
PT refer to appendix 3 for list of European-wide target groups contacted 

TP

26
PT refer to appendix 2 for attached flyer 
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4.1.2 Limitations of Methodology 
 
 
It is important to note that though online communication basically made this study possible, 
there are also limitations inherent in the methodology which need to be taken into account 
when considering the results. Although as systematic an approach was adopted as possible 
to try to address an European-wide audience, there can be no guarantee that the actual 
results in fact reflect this endeavour, for a variety of reasons including: 
 
 Inability to reach a specified contact or organisation, (due to a changed or wrong email 

address, technical problems etc.) 
 Inability or unwillingness of the recipients to respond (due to an insufficient knowledge 

of English, disinterest, lack of time etc.) 
 The methodology of online communication may have favoured certain countries over 

others 
 
Therefore, although the results gleaned and subsequent deductions reasoned according to 
this methodology were very useful in formulating this study, they cannot claim to be 
conclusive beyond this context. For example, where no valid responses from countries might 
preclude them from playing a further role in this study, this obviously does not verify that 
these countries have no Cold War remains or no interest in the field. Basically, it is important 
to note that the results and conclusions made here are particular to this study and have 
relevance only in connection with the data collected for this study. 
 
 
 
4.1.3 Meetings & Conferences 
   
 
A limited number of meetings with related specialists in the field and associated conference 
attendances supplemented the empirical data collected via online communications when 
feasible and also provided an excellent opportunity to raise awareness and promote the 
“Cold Europe” study. For a full list of meetings and conferences attended, please refer to 
appendix 4.  
 
 
4.1.4 Existing Research/Data 
 
 
This study claims to be pioneering only so far as the topic in Europe (excluding the UK) is 
concerned. Various institutions of the UK and US have been proactive in the domain for quite 
some time and produced a substantial amount of practical data and theoretical research of 
value to this study. Both have organisations/institutions devoted to the recording and 
protection of their significant Cold War monuments. There is a spattering of research and 
literature published in Europe which generally concerns specific sites, rather than the Cold 
War heritage as a whole. These include a number on the Berlin Wall, the Coastal Defences of 
Sweden and Holland. This study aims to expand this list.  
 
English Heritage is at the forefront of Cold War heritage preservation/conservation in the UK 
(and Europe). In 2001 they completed an assessment of UK Cold War monuments for the 
Monument Protection Programme identifying around 150 Cold War sites in the UK as 
nationally important and recommended for protection. The report draws on research from a 
number of sources, the most important being the Cold War Field Survey Project, initiated by 
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the Royal Commission on the Historical Monuments of England and continued by English 
Heritage after the two organisations merged in April 1999.  
 
Although specifically geared toward the sites of the UK, the assessment establishes criteria 
and monument classes which hold relevance in the wider field of European Cold War 
heritage, providing both a point of reference and departure as will be further discussed in 
section 4.3.  English Heritage has additionally published the book The Cold War: Building for 
Nuclear Confrontation 1946-1989 in 2003 and is planning another in the near future, 
focussing on the diverse legacies of the Cold War. As noted in the introduction to the former 
book, the contents are intended to be of interest beyond Great Britain:  
 

“… these Cold War monument had a place in networks that were far wider than England or 
Great Britain alone. The sites and structures described in this book therefore are of interest on 
the international stage, across Europe and beyond. Our care in promoting recording and 
prompting curation… sets a pattern and fulfils obligations to those who were our allies and 
adversaries.”TP

27
PT 

 
The US has also undertaken substantial research into Cold War heritage, involving the 
participation of many states and the listing of significant properties on the National Register 
of Historic Places.TP

28
PT Two of the larger international projects are the Cold War International 

History Project established at the Woodrow Wilson International Centre for Scholars in 
Washington D.C. in late 1991 and the Legacy Resource Management Programme of the 
Department of Defence (DOD). The latter was established following a Congressional 
mandate to “inventory, protect and conserve” the heritage of the DOD during the Cold War. 
Both programmes are concerned with the conservation of the physical legacy amongst other 
Cold War issues and have publications available on-line. In addition, the Department of 
Energy, the Interior and various others have made agency-level efforts and there are many 
projects running on support from private enterprises.  
 
Together with a limited amount of online information (in English) on European Cold War 
heritage sites (refer bibliography) these sources proved valuable supplementary information. 
 
 
4.2 Research Results 
 
 
Relevant information gleaned from the data collected (refer section 3.3) is generally 
incorporated into the study as appropriate. The incoming data received  from the  online 
responses from various European sources (organisations, institutions and individuals) 
nevertheless warrants additional explanation. The following chapter and table 1 clarifies the 
results of this informative data with a full transcript of responses (including contact 
information) available in appendix 5. 
 
 
4.2.1 Results of Online Data Collection (refer table 1) 
 
 
From the online correspondence between July 2003 and January 2004 with multiple sources 
in 25 countries, 53 sources from 20 countries provided valid responses. These responses 
naturally varied significantly in content: ranging from more negative responses containing 
minimal or no data, to the more positive responses imparting substantial valuable 

                                                 
TP

27
PT Cocroft and Thomas, 2003, Cold War: building for nuclear confrontation 1946-89 

TP

28
PT Johnson, 2003 Cold War Historic Preservation: An overview of US efforts 
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information. Both types of response were very useful in terms of informing the study. To 
learn that a country had little Cold War heritage or little interest in the subject was as 
informative as the reverse. Information received was of the following sort: 
 
 Expressions of interest/disinterest – in the study outline and field 
 Outlines of Cold War heritage or Cold War related projects – current involvement or 

planned involvement  
 Recommendations – further contacts in the field, foundations and related programmes  
 Research material – literature, websites 
 Specific Cold War information – about Cold War sites, or the role of the Cold War in that 

organisation and/or country 
 General comments  

 
Appendix 5 contains a full transcript of the above data, including contact details, whilst the 
following Table 1 extracts and summarises the most relevant information received from the 
sources and divides this information under the following headings to utilise the results in the 
study: 
 
 Current or planned Cold War heritage  project/s  
 Current or planned Cold War related  project/s  
 Cold War sites of the country and/or specific information  
 Little information available 

 
The sources are additionally divided depending on their speculated potential with reference 
to a future project. These three further divisions refer to their collaboration, research or 
minimal potential and are further explained in chapter 4.1.3.  
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T A B L E  1 :   S U M M A R Y  O F  O N L I N E  R E S P O N S E S          July 2003 – Feb 2004 

Note: refer to appendix 5 for full transcript of responses and contact details 

 
 
COLLABORATION POTENTIAL  
* = Expression of particular interest in collaboration 

 
RESEARCH POTENTIAL 
 

MINIMAL 
POTENTIAL 

Current or planned Cold War Projects Recommendations/Information 

 
COUNTRY 
 

 
SOURCE 
 
(ORGANISATION/ 
INDIVIDUAL) 
 Current/planned Cold War 

heritage work and project/s 
Current/planned Cold War
related project/s 

Cold War sites of the country 
and/or specific information 

Little 
Information 
Available 

Gov. Conservation 
Dept. 

   
 

X 

Cons. Office, 
Steiermark 

   
 

X 

 
 
 
AUSTRIA 
 Ludwig Boltzmann 

Inst. Military research, 
Graz 

 Bilateral research project 
underway with Moscow: The Red 
Army in Austria 1945-55  

 
 
 

 

 
BELGIUM 

Simon Sterin 
Foundation, Antwerp 

  Site: 99 Bunkers in Antwerp Harbour 
from 1952 

 
X 

CZECH 
REPUBLIC 

Breclav Museum 
 

Building CW related outdoor 
museum near Breclav (Border-
Sth.Mähren/ Nieder Austria) + 
plans to reconstruct  part of the 
Iron Curtain in this region 

 Site: Existing reconstruction of part 
of the Iron Curtain in Borovany near 
Ceske Budejovice (south Bohemia) 
 
 

 

Inst. for International 
Studies, Copenhagen 

 Intensive dealings with CW 
history –at an international level 
including conferences, network 
events 

Sites: - Coastal forts: 
Langelandsfortet and  Stevnsfortet -
Thule Air Base   
- frigate Peder Skram 

  
 
 
 
DENMARK Stevnsfortet 

Project Team 
Currently planning to redevelop 
Stevnsfortet,  (east coast of 
Zealand) a CW coastal fort, to 
preserve installations and allow 
public access  
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 Museum of Danish 
Defence 

 Collects military relics of the CW 
and currently researching Danish 
defence 

  

Hiiumaa Museum 
 

Researching and documenting 
Soviet occupation heritage and 
are in the process of listing CW 
monuments - mainly military * 
 

 Sites: 
- Soviet coastal artillery batteries on 
Dagö, Hiiumaa Island 
Noted that some of these sites are 
already on a national monument list 

  
 
 
 
 
ESTONIA School of Diplomacy, 

Tallinn 
 Historical and political research 

project - The Baltic Issue in 
International Relations 1945-1991 
looking for international partners 
to contribute to book * 

Noted that many CW remains exist in 
Estonia, including: 
- Paldiski: nuclear silos and reactor 
- Tapu and Ämari strategic airfields 
- multiple scattered border 
installations 

 

Nat. Board of 
Antiquities 
(Archaeology Dept.) 

   
 

X 

Social Policy Dept. 
Helsinki Uni 

  Noted that there are not many CW 
remains in Finland 

X 

Dept. of Cultural 
Research, Turku Uni 

  Noted the Karelia border area with 
Russia as have interesting CW 
remains and having been recently 
opened to archaeologists 

 
X 

 
 
 
FINLAND 

Nat. Board of 
Antiquities (Heritage 
Dept.) 

 
 

 Noted there was no group dealing 
with CW heritage and no plans to 
begin one 

 
X 

Diplomatie (Culture 
dept.) 
 

    
X 

Cyril Buffet (historian) 
 

   X 

 
 
FRANCE 

ICOMOS 
 

   X 

 
 

German Historic 
Museum 

   X 
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Gov. Culture Contact     
 

X 

Berlin City Library 
 

 General CW historic research –
particularly bibliographies 

Sites: 
- German/German border 
installations, now musems 
Noted that the library had good CW 
resources and provided extensive list 
of websites included in bibliography 

 

Foundation – Haus 
der Geschichte 

  Site: - Pyta (near Koblenz)  

ICOMOS 
 

   X 

Allied Museum, Berlin 
 

 General CW historic research Suggested Sites: 
- Teufelsberg Intelligence Station 
- Point Alpha, Geisa border point 
- Tempelhof airport 
- Former Lucias Clay headquarters 
- Pershing II depot in Mutlangen 
 

 

 
 
 
GERMANY 

Kiel University   Reported that there is an “Ostsee 
Forum” opening in Kiel which will 
focus only on the Baltic region: 
supporting research into positive 
developments for the area 

X 

Gov. Cultural Contact    
 

X HUNGARY 
 
 Cold War Research 

Centre 
 

  Noted 3 CW museums in Budapest as 
 

X 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Inst. Archaeology, 
Reykjavik University 
 

Beginning to research CW sites –
locations and contacts – 
especially interested in issues 
concerned with 20 P

th
P C rural 

depopulation * 

 Noted that air defence and radar 
posts dominate Iceland’s CW 
remains, sites: 
- Keflavik air base 
- radar posts in sw,se,ne & nw 
extremities 
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Reykjanes history 
Museum, Keflavik 

 Research into the effects of 
Keflavik airbase on local people 

  ICELAND 
 
 Nat. Heritage Agency 

 
Currently compiling list of CW 
sites to be nationally listed and 
eventually protected * 

  
 

 

Dept. of Politics, 
Rome University 

Previous research into Jupiter 
missile sites in sth Italy and their 
effects on local populations -  
attempts to create a peace park 
were curtailed 

 Believes that CW heritage is still too 
recent and controversial for many & 
that there is an urgent need to get it 
on the agenda of heritage 
organisations etc 

  
 
ITALY 

Antenna Culturala 
 

   X 

Inspectorate of 
Heritage 

Very interested in promoting 
interest in ex-Soviet CW heritage 
believes a push from abroad is 
needed* 

 Noted that there are many ex-soviet 
CW sites in Latvia, but fears a lack of 
scientific interest in them 

  
 
 
LATVIA 

Legjaskurzemes 
Tprisma, Info. Office 

In the early stages of 
investigating military fortifications 
& remains (including the CW) for 
future tourism &/or business 
promotion * 

 Suggested Sites: 
- Liepaja and Kurzeme regions have 
a lot of CW military sites 
 

 

 
LITHUANIA 

History Dept., Vilnius 
University 

Project planned:“Uneasy 
Heritage: destroy, neglect, 
preserve, demonstrate?” 
concerning treatment of ex-soviet 
heritage * 

  
 

 

LUXEMBURG ICOMOS 
 

  Noted: Luxemburg played a very 
small role in the CW 

X 

NETHER- 
LANDS 

Europa Nostra Euro. 
Federation for 
Heritage 

  Suggested a few foundations to 
contact  
 

X 

 
 
 

Institutue for military 
affairs 
 

  Noted there were a number of CW 
sites  
 

X 
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Norwegian Armed 
Forces Museum, Oslo 

 Provides centre for information 
and research about the role of 
military installations and relics 
(incl. CW) 

Noted there are many CW sites in 
Norway and a growing interest in 
their preservation 

 

Norwegian Aviation 
Museum 

Cold War Globe museum planned 
for Bodo, Nth Norway 

Museum at forefront of 
International Research into CW, 
promoting a focus beyond 
security and military matters, 
involved in international network 

Noted that the CW had a huge 
impact on Norwegian society, 
especially in the nth. 
 

 

State Archive Centre  
 

   
 

X 

ICOMOS 
 

  Site: - Watchtower, 96 high -  
 

X 

Archaeological Inst. 
 

   X 

 
 
 
 
 
NORWAY 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Directorate for 

Cultural Heritage 
National Protection Plan for 
military (including CW) 
monuments – Act for protection 
soon to follow 

 
 

CW sites: - observation post on the  
Russian/ Norwegian border and a -
NIKE rocket battery 

 

Archaeological Inst.  
 

  X 

ICOMOS   List of websites (refer to appendix *)
 

X 

 
 
 
POLAND 

Cons. Dept. Gdansk 
Uni.  
 

  Suggeted sites:  
- Monument of Solidarity, Gdansk  
- fortifications in the Pomeranian 
region, incl. Hel Peninsula and rocket 
launch site near Czopino 

 

SPAIN TTICCIH 
 

   X 

 
 
 

Dir. Cultural Heritage   Notes there are a number of sites in 
Sweden and a growing interest in the 
field  
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Dept. Cultural History 
at National Maritime 
Museum 
 

Current projects dealing with 
post-war fortifications and 
military down-scaling since end of 
the CW 

    
SWEDEN 

Military Museum 
 

  Sites: - Hemso and Rodbergs forts 
and listed a few websites (included in 
bibliography) 

 

SWITZER- 
LAND 

Parallel History Project 
Cent. Security Studies  
 

  Involved with declassification of 
international CW texts 

X 

Cultural Policy Dept. 
Council of Europe 
(EU) 

 EU Cross Borders Cultural project 
to include CW issues 

 X  
EU 

Dir. Gen. Culture (EC) 
 

   
 

X 
 

TOTAL: 
 
20  
Countries 

TOTAL: 
 
53  
Sources 
       

TOTAL: 
 
21 Sources with potential for collaboration on Cold War 
Heritage projects or related CW projects 
 
* 7   Expressions of particular interest in collaboration 
 

TOTAL: 
 
3 Sources with potential for  
     further research  
 
 

TOTAL: 
 
29 sources 
    of no real  
     potential 
 
 

 
Focus Countries and Sources of this study with future research &/or collaboration potential  – see also map 3 and table 2 
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Focus Countries

Peripheral Countries
KEY:

Countries excluded  
From research

Map 3:             Focus & Peripheral Countries of Study 

4.3 Countries and Sources 
 
 
Though the study was initiated as a Europe-wide study targeting 25 countries (refer section 
3.3), it was anticipated that certain countries would present themselves as more or less 
relevant and important during the study and the focus would need to be adjusted to certain 
countries accordingly. The initial Europe-wide focus was imperative however to ensure 
assumptions pertaining to the Cold War heritage, and/or attitudes of individual European 
countries to the topic, were not espoused too early and were based on the results of 
collected data. Following an analysis of the data (refer table 01) the 25 countries of the 
original scope of research have been divided into focus and peripheral countries to aid the 
process of developing further research options (refer map 3 and table 2). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3.1 Focus and Peripheral Countries 
 
 
Sources from 25 countries Europe-wide were contacted throughout this study. Of those 25 
countries: 5 yielded no response whatsoever, sources from 7 countries provided information 
leading to the decision not to focus on that particular country or responses of minimal 
potential  as recorded in table 1. These 12 countries are therefore deemed, for the purposes 
of this study, to be “peripheral” countries. Sources from the other 13 countries yielded 
responses providing sufficient reason to believe they contain future research potential and/or 
collaboration potential. These 13 countries are therefore deemed, for the purposes of this 
study, to be “focus” countries. Map 3 and table 2 below reveal which countries have been 
deemed peripheral and focus. 
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COUNTRY STATUS 
(based on analysis of table 1 data) 

PERIPHERAL 

COUNTRY 
( Research Scope – 
25 European 
Countries) 

FOCUS 
Minimal response No response 

 1. Austria X   
 2. Belgium  X  
 3. Czech Republic X   
 4. Denmark X   
 5. Estonia X   
 6. Finland  X  
 7. France  X  
 8. Germany X   
 9. Greece   X 
10. Hungary  X  
11. Iceland X   
12. Ireland   X 
13. Italy X   
14. Latvia X   
15. Lithuania X   
16. Luxemburg  X  
17. The Netherlands  X  
18. Norway X   
19. Poland X   
20. Portugal   X 
21. Slovakia   X 
22. Slovenia   X 
23. Spain  X  
24. Sweden X   
25. Switzerland X   

Totals  13 12 
 

     
     Table 2:                  Status of the country for purposes of this study 

                (to read in conjunction with map 3) 
 

 
 
 
4.3.2 Source of Responses  
 
 
Of the 25 European countries forming the research scope of this study (as established in 
chapter 3.3 and illustrated in map 3), worthwhile responses were received from 53 sources 
in 20 countries (as summarised in table 1 and fully transcribed in appendix 5).  An Analysis 
of the 53 sources determines the types of institution, organisation, company or individual 
behind the response, thus providing information regarding the types of sources involved and 
interested in European Cold War heritage. Such information can be used to direct further 
research. 
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The 53 sources can be divided into the following 14 types: 
 
  

RESPONSE SOURCES (from 20 countries) 
 

NUMBER OF 
SOURCE 
TYPES 

 1. Museums        10 
 2. International Heritage organisations         5 
 3. European Heritage Foundations/programmes         5 
 4. EC Culture related directorates/departments         2 
 5. National Heritage organisations         4 
 6. National Archaeological organisations         3 
 7. National Cultural Contact Points         5 
 8. National and Local conservation organisations         2 
 9. National Archives/Libraries         2 
10. University faculties/research departments         8 
11. Private Research Institutes         4 
12. Cold War Site based Project Teams         1 
13. Individual Historians         1 
14. Unknown          1 

TOTAL 
 

      53 

 
                     Table 3:       Types and numbers of responding sources  
 
 
In summary, the responses received can be said to have originated from a variety of sources 
with a majority from National Government organisations and museums. From this data, one 
can hypothesise that the field of Cold War heritage in Europe is generally not yet the domain 
of any one particular body and its manifestation in any organisation has more to do with 
local interest than a national directive.   
 
It should however be noted that further analysis of individual responses does reveal that 
national directives do exist in Norway and Iceland at least. According to source responses,  
Cold War heritage protection has become the prerogative of the Government in these two 
countries and certain bodies have been established within the national heritage agencies to 
deal specifically with the physical legacy. 
 
 
4.3.3 Potential of Sources  
 
 
Though 53 sources provided worthwhile responses, there was naturally a great variety in 
terms of content, as already outlined in chapter 3.3.1. Though all valid responses were 
valuable to the progress of the study, some sources were considered to have potential 
research and collaboration value, whilst others were not. To distinguish between these 
sources, the information extracted from the responses in table 1 is categorised into columns 
defining:  collaboration, research or minimal potential, as further explained below. It should 
be noted that valuable information was in many cases also received from sources classed as 
having minimal potential, but it seemed unlikely that these particular sources would be of 
much use for future research.   
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 Collaboration Potential This category includes 21 sources from 11 countries, currently 
involved in, or intending to become involved in, Cold War 
heritage or related projects. These sources are categorised as 
potential collaborators. This does not mean they have been 
approached directly with a request for collaboration, but that 
they seem sufficiently interested and have a specialist or 
related knowledge in the field. Seven sources did however 
express a particular interest in further project collaboration 
(refer table 1).   

 
 Research Potential This category includes 3 sources from 3 countries which though 

not involved specifically with Cold War heritage projects, 
presented sufficient interest or knowledge to be considered of 
future research potential. These sources might be able to help 
further with project development without being directly 
involved.  

 
 Minimal Potential  This category includes 29 sources from 12 countries, which had 

minimal information available or believed there to be no 
information available in the field. These sources are categorised 
as having minimal potential as it seems unlikely they would be 
of further use to the development of a project.   

 
 
4.4 Cold War Sites, Remains and Traces 
 
 

“Such powerful reminders of the Cold war as Checkpoint Charlie, pieces of the Berlin Wall and 
documents from the Soviet archives, will help future generations understand the Cold War, its 
origins and its repercussions. These and other artefacts, documents, properties and sites 
constitute a significant and invaluable record of our national experience and, as such, they 
merit consideration and protection.”TP

29
PT 

 
Discovering a Cold War heritage of Europe requires the identification of potential sites, 
remains, traces and records which reveal and/or reflect the Cold War legacy. It is these 
tangible reminders that can be shown as authentic evidence to help explain such an 
enigmatic period of history to future generations. Whilst records and documents indeed form 
a vital legacy to the Cold War they are not a part of this study, which is concerned with the 
physical sites, remains and traces of the Cold War. 
 
As previously explained, this study aims to focus on the complete ideological conflict that 
was the Cold War, rather than only the militaristic aspects. Military sites cannot however be 
ignored as they might be the only representative Cold War relics of a country and do in 
many instances reflect issues beyond their military functions. The following table 4 contains 
an inclusive, list of potential sites associated with the Cold War; most of which were 
suggested by the various sources from table 1.TP

30
PT The table includes basic information 

concerning the period, purpose, structure and current status and condition of the site when 
known. It should be noted that the sites of this list have not yet been carefully investigated 
and stand rather as a raw collection with complementary information where available. 

                                                 
TP

29
PT The US Dept. of Defense, Legacy Resource Management Program – Cold War Project, Coming in from the Cold, 

Military Heritage in the Cold War, p. 3 
TP

30
PT If not suggested by one of the 53 sources listed in table 1 of the study, the sites of table 4 are marked with * 

and were either located through online research or suggested by other sources 



 27 

T A B L E  4 :  S U M M A R Y  O F  C O L D  W A R  S I T E S ,  T R A C E S  A N D  R E M A I N S     July 2003 – Feb 2004 

Note:  Blank spaces are left where information was not available  
All sites listed were recommended from the various sources as per Table 1, except those marked * which were found through additional research 

 
 
COUNTRY 
 

 
SITE, LOCATION 
 

 
PERIOD , PURPOSE, STRUCTURE 

 
CURRENT STATUS AND CONDITION 
 

 
AUSTRIA 
 

Memorial Wiener 
Schwarzenbergplatz 
Vienna 
 

 Statue Commemorating the Red Army 1945-55 
 

 
 

99 Harbour Bunkers 
Antwerp  
 

 Built in 1952   
 
 
 
BELGIUM 

*Kleine Brogel Air base 
near Peer, NE Belgium 
 

 Nuclear Weapons have been stored at Kleine Brogel Airforce Base in 
Belgium, since 1961.  

 In wartime, Belgian F16's would carry these nuclear bombs to their 
target. 

 Oct 7, 2002: site of protests from over 2000 
activists organised by For Mother Earth and 
Forum voor Vredesactie.  

 Several hundred people managed enter the 
base & proceeded to picnic 

 
Part of former Iron Curtain 
between Sth Mähren and 
Nieder Austrian region, near 
Breclav 
 

  Plans for reconstruction of around 50m of Iron 
Curtain, including 3 types of  wire pale and 
watchtower  

 in connection with the outdoor CW related 
museum near Breclav-Pohansko  

 

 
 
 
 
CZECH 
REPUBLIC 
 
 

Part of former Iron Curtain 
in Borovany near Ceske 
Budejovice (south Bohemia) 
 

 
 

 Already completed reconstruction of part of the 
iron curtain in wire pale. 

Langelandsfortet 
3km from city of Bagenkop on 
the Isle of Langeland, Denmark 
 

 Military coastal fortress built to protect the Baltic entry to Denmark  
      with OPS room and 155 machine guns 

 Currently used as a museum 
 

 
 
 
 
DENMARK 
 
 
 

Stevnsfortet  
east coast of Zealand, Denmark
 

  Current redevelopment plans underway to 
create a museum preserving installations and 
allowing public access 
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Frigate Peder Skram 
Built at Helsingor, now located 
in Copenhagen Harbour, 
Denmark 
 

 Warship commissioned in May, 1966 & upgraded in 1977-79 including 
rearmament into a modern guided missile frigate.  

 Largest Danish warship of its time at 112 m, with a displacement of 
2400 tons  

 One of the first ships equipped with gas turbines as the means of 
primary propulsion 

 In September 1982 the frigate accidentally launched a surface to surface 
missile, destroying 4 homes and damaging 130 others on the north-west 
coast of Zealand. 

 

 Currently a museum 

Thule Air Base 
76° 32' N, 68° 45' W - in the 
former Inuit village of Pittufik, 
Greenland 
 

 US airbase was constructed in Nth Greenland from 1951-53 in 
accordance with NATOs Polar Strategy against the USSR (based on 
retaliation via the shortest direct route, i.e. over polar regions)    

 A staging base for heavy B-36 long-range strategic bombers, or 
alternatively a wing of B-47 medium-range bombers. 

 In 1954 a depot was built for the storage of nuclear weapons 
 In the 1960s, due to improved accuracy and range of Soviet nuclear 

weaponry, the role of Thule moved increasingly over to the strategic-
defensive area. 

 From 1960 the big BMEWS radar was installed as the most important 
link in a chain of three 3 stations in all, from Alaska to Great Britain, 
which could give warning of incoming missiles.  

 Thule then acted as emergency landing place for the nuclear-weapon 
carrying B-52 long-range strategic bombers 

 

 Thule Air Base is run by the US Air Force Space 
Command, under an agreement with the 
government of Denmark, stemming from one 
made in 1941, 1951 and amended in 1968 with 
the Danish Government.  

 Thule is primarily used as a base for research 
projects conducted by several countries.  

 As of 2001 a group of former residents of 
Pituffik are attempting to gain permission to 
return, but there is also talk of expanding the 
base as part of the controversial US missile 
defence system 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
DENMARK/ 
GREENLAND 
 

* DYE-2 radar warning 
station  
(one of 4 in the Dewline) 
Sth Greenland: approx. 100 
miles inland from west coast, 
about 90 miles sth of the Arctic 
Circle 
 
 
 
 

 Part of large construction project of 4  Auxiliary radar stations built from 
1958 to 1961 with powerful radars to warn of attacking bombers from 
the USSR, placed across Sth Greenland, extending the line across 
Canada, with connections to Iceland and Scotland. 

 DYE-2 - Auxilliary Radar Station on ice cap territory, measures 200 ft 
along the sides & 6 stories high, sitting on 6 steel-girder pylons buried in 
the ice & rising 30 ft above the snow  

 The DEWLine was closed between 1963 and 1995 as modern technology 
made them obsolete.  

 Dye-2 was abandoned in 1988. 
 

 DYE-2 is occasionally visited by those attending 
an Airlift Wing's training site for airborne radar 
approaches at Camp Raven, about a mile away 

 The site is slowly disappearing into the snow, 
outbuildings are no longer visible  

 
 
ESTONIA 

Soviet coastal artillery 
batteries  
Dagö, Hiiumaa Island 

 Concrete WWI bunkers built 1914-17, refurbished in the 1950s 
 Used mainly as Military Artillery Batteries and later some used as 

searchlight stations and radar stations 

 Some of these sites are already on a national 
monument list, but there is no funding 
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Paldiski Submarine base  
Nth west Estonia 
 
 

 The major submarine base for the Former Soviet Union, the land, sea 
and air operations provide training for multinational forces. 

 First place in Estonia to be occupied by Soviet forces in 1940, and the 
last place for the Russians to pull out in 1994 

 When the Soviets ran Estonia, Paldiski was a "closed city" ie. Illegal area 
for non-inhabitants 

 

 Many ruined buildings remain, though it is not 
clear whether they were destroyed by the 
departing Russians or the Estonian government 

Tapa Air fighter base 
Nth west Estonia 
 

 After WWII, the Soviets built a huge base for air defence fighters at just 
outside Tapa - one of the largest airbases in the Baltics 

 

 large nuclear-resistant revetments built to 
protect the interceptors still based here  

 A site with environmental concerns due to large 
amount of fuel poured into ground 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ESTONIA 
 
 
 

Former border installations, 
along Estonian/Russian border 
 

   

*Otaniemi Olympic Village 
near the Soviet naval base of 
Porkkala, Helskinki 

 The Soviets set up their own Olympic Village for Eastern Bloc countries 
in Otaniemi for the 1952 Olympic games; it was the 1P

st
P time Eastern Bloc 

countries attended the games since 1912. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
FINLAND 
 
 

Karelia border area  
between Finland and Russia 
 

 Area is rich in military and other relics  After being a closed border-area for years has 
quite recently opened up for archaeological 
research 

 
Berlin Wall 
Berlin 
 

 Built up from 1961 to prevent the mass migration from east to west 
 The Berlin Wall became a Cold War icon, dividing a city, families and 

friends but also a symbol of reunification when it finally came down in 
1989 

 Though much was demolished there are still 
substantial remains and traces as documented 
by the BTU Cottbus, 2003 

 Attempts are currently underway to try to 
preserve some of the most culturally significant 
elements 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
GERMANY 
 
 
 

Marienborn-Helmstedt – 
one of the former German-
German Border Control points  
(now generally museums) 
 

 In 1950 the DDR took over control of the border control point 
TMarienborn-Helmstedt from the Allies  

 Very strict border checks were made here for anybody crossing the 
border, including their means of transport and any goods 

 The Control point was closed down on the 30.06.90 at 12 midnight 
 

 The Border control point was protected as a 
memorial from October 1990 

 There is a documentation centre providing 
video and exhibition on the history of the 
control point 
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*Culture Bunker  
Barbarastollen  
near Oberried, in the 
Schauinsland mountain, Black 
Forest, 20km southeast 
Freiburg/Breisgau 

 Built in 1975 to safeguard cultural property (comprising of archived 
microfilmed documents) in accordance with the Hague convention to 
safeguard cultural property against foreseeable armed conflict 

 Former silver mine tunnel of 600m into granite complex with 2 adits, 
50m long, 3m high and 3,40m wide, storing over 1,300 barrels of 
microfilm  

 

 Inscribed onto the international register of 
objects in April 1978, with special UNESCO 
protection  

 Well secured but not regularly opened to the 
public due to lack of funding.  

 Twice opened in 2000 and 2002 for one day 
during the Alemannische Woche (local festival) 

 
Teufelsberg Intelligence 
Station  
“Devils Hill”, Wilmersdorf, Berlin
 

 U.S. Army Field Station Berlin strategically located on the artificial 
mound built out of rubble from the ruins of Berlin after WWII.  

 Major Army outpost during the Cold War, the station was discontinued in 
1992. 

 Security arrangements of the barbed-wire 
fences still exist, but rooms not used  

 Plans have been discussed for 5 years to 
convert the construction into a hotel complex 
but devoting some space to a small Intelligence 
Musuem 

 
Point Alpha,  
Geisa border point 
Stretching sth from 
Herleshausen/ Gerstungen to 
Bad Neustadt/Mellrichstadt, 
Thuringa 

 Last remaining US Army observation tower from the German-German 
borders  

 Most prominent observation point of the US Forces in Europe from 1972 
until the fall of the Iron Curtain in 1989  

 The camp was located in the center of  NATO Defense Line Fulda Gap 
through which the invasion forces of the Warsaw Pact were expected in 
case of a war. 

 

 “Point Alpha” & parts of the former GDR martial 
border fortification have been part of the Rhoen 
border museum since June 1995 

 Since then, facilities on Rasdorf mountain have 
been slowly renovated. 

 

Tempelhof airport and the  
HTLuftbrueckendenkmalTH 

Sth Berlin 
 

 Originally constructed as a showpiece airport byHT HitlerTH and designed in 
the shape of a huge German Eagle - massive, granite terminal  

 Rumored to have housed military aircraft factories in its underground 
basements, Tempelhof served as a German fighter base during WWII 

 Fell under American jurisdiction during the post-war, allied occupation, 
and played a major part in the HTBerlin AirliftTH resupply from HT1948 TH to HT1949 TH. 

  

 the HTLuftbrueckendenkmalTH, a memorial to the 
Berlin Airlift is located at Tempelhof airport 

 The airport is earmarked for closure, but the 
terminal may remain 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
GERMANY 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

*Emergency Government 
Bunker 
Beneath the vineyards of the 
Ahr valley close to Marienthal, 
20 km from Bonn 

 Originally a railroad tunnel before WWI & used by the Nazis to assemble 
V-1 & V-2 rockets.  

 West Germany planned to use the site in case of a nuclear war after 
joining NATO in 1955, it was completed in 1971 

 to take up to 3000 VIPs as an emergency seat of government, enabling 
work as usual during nuclear war in a series of tunnels stretching over 
19km divided up into 5 sectors 

 The whole complex could be sealed off for a month from the 
contaminated world following a nuclear war. 

 

 Bunker known to public in December, 1997. 
 The Government transferred responsibility to 

the Federal Assets Agency in Koblenz, to 
dispose of it commercially. 

 A commercial solution for the nuclear bunker 
has been sought for the last 5 years 
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*Eric Honecker's bunker: 
Code number 17-5001  
20 miles from Prenden, north 
of Berlin. 
 

 This installation was planned as a prototype bunker - to have been built 
for each government in each East European country. Only East Germany 
could afford one 

 The central core of the structure was independently sprung - hanging 
inside the main bunker and independently mounted 

 Very impressive structure suspended from many four-inch thick hawsers 
connected to massive nitrogen filled shock absorbers and cushioned on 
huge steel springs 

 

 Not many people have been inside and it is 
officially sealed, exact status and condition 
unknown 

*'Intersputnik'  
Neu Golm, SE Berlin 
 
 
 

 A non-military site in service from 1976  
 Part of the integrated international telecommunications network (one of 

15 sites in service in 13 countries)  as the only ground satellite station in 
the GD.  

 Used to transmit telephone, fax, TV and data signals. In the Former 
Times, this site‘s services were also used by the then West German PTT 
services for satellite links to the Soviet Union 

 12m diameter radar dish on roof, weighing 60 tonnes 
 

 The entire site is now a conference centre 

*'Station 301'  
 Wollenberg  

 One of the three East German sites in the Warsaw Pact BARS (Russian 
for snow leopard) tropospheric (or forward-scatter) strategic network. 

 It has been restored to its former state by 
enthusiasts and functions essentially as a 
privately owned museum  

 
Pershing II depot, and 
Schwäbisch Gmünd market 
place 
Mutlangen, Sth Germany 
 

 Peace blockades occurred during NATO’s double-track decision to deploy 
Pershing II and Cruise missiles in several European countries  

 From 1983-1987 the German peace movement organized a sustained 
non-violent campaign in Mutlangen to blockade the U.S. Pershing base 
to try to keep the missiles from leaving the base for manoeuvres 

 1000s gathered in Schwäbisch Gmünd to protest against the stationing 
of American missiles including many prominent people  

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
GERMANY 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

* Mukran Port 
Coast of Rügen, Mecklenburg 
Vorpommern 
 

 Massive port/rail link constructed between 1982-86 to link DDR with 
Klaipeda in the Soviet Union (now Lithuania) specifically to avoid ports 
of Poland where political protests were causing problems in the 1980s.  

 Equipment was transported to Klaipeda port by railways and together 
with the wagons shipped to Rügen. 

 5 sea rail ferries were constructed in Vismar shipyard: Mukran and 
Greifswald for the German fleet - biggest railway ferries in the world. 

 
 

 The former Mukran port on the Rügen Island is 
now called Sassnitz. 
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HUNGARY Communist statues, 
Budapest 

  Presented in open air museum 

Keflavik air base 
SW coast of Iceland 

   

Hvalfjörður NATO support 
base 
West coast of Iceland 

 an area that was used as a submarine and naval dock during WWII 
      (the whole fjord was used and there are extensive, dilapidated 
       remains therein) 
 area formed part of the support system for NATO and is located near an 

oil reserve 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ICELAND 
 
 

Series of 4 Communication 
Posts  
in the extremities of Iceland - 
H-1: 8 km nth of Keflavík air 
base (SW Iceland) 
H-2: near Gunnolfsvikurfjall (NE 
Iceland)  
H-3: 12 km east of Hofn near 
Hornafjörour (SE Iceland) 
H-4: near Latrar (NW Iceland) 
 

 H-1  (Rockville AFS) Inter-Island TROPO site  
 H-2  (Langanes AFS) DYE-5 Transceiver site and communications facility 
 H-3  (Hofn AFS) (probably) another transceiver site  
 H-4 (Latrar AFS) had a AN/FPS 3 Single Channel Radar 

 
 H-2 and H-3 were decommissioned in 1970 and moved to H-1; the 

tower at H-3 was recently dismantled.  
 H-4 was probably decommissioned early due to some tragic accidents  
 

 

Jupiter missile bases  
sth Italy near the villages of 
Gioia, Taranto & Bar 

 Built in 1958 as launching bases for Jupiter intermediate range ballistic 
missiles with a range of 1500 miles.  

 Deployed in Italy following long negotiated arrangements concerning 
staffing, security etc. 

 Effects on the local villages have been explored 
in a thesis  

 Attempts to create a peace park were curtailed 
by the authorities 

 

 
 
 
ITALY 

Comiso-Sigonella bases 
Sicily 

 Cruise missiles based here from Between 1984 and 1991  
 

 
LATVIA 

general military sites  
Liepaja and Kurzeme regions  

  In the early stages of investigating fortifications 
& remains for future tourism &/or business 
promotion  

 
 
LITHUANIA 

*Klaipeda Port and Ferry 
 
(See also Mukran Port, Rügen, 
Germany) 

 Massive port constructed between 1982-86 to link Klaipeda, then in the 
Soviet Union, with the DDR avoiding Poland due to political problems 

 Simultaneously to construction of the ferry complex, five sea rail ferries 
were constructed in Vilnius, Kaunas and Klaipeda for the Lithuanian fleet 
-  biggest railway ferries in the world. 

       

 Owners of the ferry Klaipeda are still 
considering whether it is worth operating this 
ferry and the line any longer. 

 Of the five ferries, Klaipeda is the only one still 
is service on the same line. 
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NETHER-
LANDS 
 

* Ijssellinie coastal defence 
system 

 A barrier of water and fixed defences (including Sherman tanks set in 
concrete) in operation between 1950 and 1968 

 A survey has apparently been undertaken by 
the Rijksdienst voor de Monumentenzorg 

Intelligence Centre 
Russian/ Norwegian border, in 
the Nordkalott region 

 The hub of Norwegian Intelligence during the CW was called TORKEL 
near the town of Vadsö, within 60km from the Russian border  

 This led to an accumulation of intelligence installations near the Soviet 
border - the Nordkalott region became NATO's front line against the 
Soviet Union. As a sideline to this activity, North Norway 
communications network (roads, airfields etc.) were consolidated 

 

 Listed on National records and hopes to protect 
the site in the near future 

 

*The City of Bodö 
mid north-west coast 
 
 

 Bodø became one of the US' front defence lines & Nato's intense 
investing in Bodø triggered major consequences for all of Nth Norway, 
providing massive employment. 

 The site had good communications southwards and was able to receive 
large military reinforcements from the air and sea 

 Bodo had Nato HQ, Military bases, defence installations, a 
communications network, radar monitoring and intelligence services 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
NORWAY 

NIKE rocket batteries   
Oslo area 
 

 In 1957 Norwegian parliament admitted to the deployment of a Nike 
battalion of the Royal Norwegian Air force in the Oslo area.  

 The first missiles arrived in the same year and were gradually deployed 
in four batteries in Asker, Valer, Trogstad and Ness. 

 In December 1990 the Battalion-HQ at Linderud disbanded 
 When the last battery was disbanded at Valer in 1991 40 missiles were 

transferred to the  Space Centre of Andoya in Northern Norway 
 

 Norwegian military academy uses some of the 
buildings today. 

 Trogstad fort is a museum which shows the 
long history of this fortification. 

 

Coastal Fortifications 
Pomeranian region, incl. Hel 
Peninsula 

 
 

 

Monument of Solidarity  
Gdansk 

 Monument to the Solidarity movement, led by Lech Walesa who formed 
the National confederation of independent trade unions in Poland in 
1980 

 

 Protected memorial 
 

 
 
 
 
 
POLAND 

Rocket launch site  
near Czopino 
 

  

 
 
SWEDEN 
 

Ellenabben 2 Fortress 
SE Sweden on the island of 
Aspoe in Karlskrona archipelago
 

  7,5 battery m/57 series 3 from 1970s 
 

 Preserved as memorials to the technological 
achievements of the Cold War- within the 
maritime cultural sphere. 
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Hemsö Fortress,  
northern coastline, just north of 
the city of Hernoesand 

 Originally planned in 1914 Hemsö Fortification, included the construction 
of a battery in 1953 situated on Storråberget, and  a battery of light 
artillery at Havstoudd between 1960-63  

 Main tasks were to attack ships, to protect minefields, fishing and 
merchant shipping together with the prevention of invasion.  

 Parts of the Haystoudd battery are excavated out of solid rock consisting  
of a radar set and range-finder  

 

 In 1998 the Swedish Government preserved 2 
forts of Hemsö as memorials to the 
technological achievements of the Cold War- 
within the maritime cultural sphere.  

 In summer of 1998 Härnösand City Council 
received permission to open the battery of light 
artillery at Havstoudd, to the public. 

Gruvan radar station, 
Aspoe outside Karlskrona 
archipelago 

 Coastal radar station from 1950s  Preserved as memorials to the technological 
achievements of the Cold War- within the 
maritime cultural sphere. 

Vaestra Haestholmen 
fortress  
in Karlskrona archipelago 

 originally from the 19th century but modernised several times. It is a 
complex site, the last heavy artillery was a 12 cm battery m/1902, which 
was not taken out of use until 1969 

 This fortress is not formally declared as 
national heritage monument yet, but is under 
management by the National Property Board.  

 
Fenmore Fortress,  
middle east coast municipality 
of Oxeloesund  

 TOne of 30 others in a series of batteries around the Swedish coast from 
1960 – 1975 - a light costal artillery battery 

 Restored in the late 80's and used for training until 1994.  
 A measuring station  equipped with laser was included 

 To be taken over by the municipality authority 
in 2004 as a museum  

 

* Per Abin-line of Coastal 
Defence 
sth coast  

 During the years 1939 - 1940 over 1000 concrete bunkers and pillboxes 
where built - became a permanent defence on the coast of southern 
Sweden after WWII without barbed wire and various obstacles 

 In 1975 the whole line was restored with nuclear threat in mind 

 Today the line is disappearing as a defence 
system. Guns, metal and shields are removed 
and sent to the scrap heap. Many bunkers are 
then sealed up, blown up  or handed over to 
the owner of the grounds.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SWEDEN 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

* Underground airforce 
bases  

 Five NBC-proof underground hangars were built 1948-54  All hangars but one are still in use 

Household bunkers  On Oct. 4, 1963 a law was passed demanding that new buildings must 
have their own anti-atomic protection.   

 The Swiss government virtually achieved the target of shelter space for 
all 7.3 million inhabitants  

 In October 2002 the requirement to provide 
anti-atomic protection for new buildings was 
dropped 

 
 
 
 
 
SWITZER- 
LAND 

Large Bunker, 
Bern 
 

 Built to house more than 1000 people when Russian troops were 
marching into Czechoslovakia in the late 1960s  

 Constructed shortly after the Cuban missile crisis, when paranoia was 
high 

 Vast labyrinth beneath a hockey stadium 
 

 Has since been used for a number of purposes 
from army barracks to B&B and reception area 
for refugees, especially during the Kosovo war 
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4.5 Categories and Criteria  
 
 
The process of site classification is an interesting and much debated topic in the field of 
heritage generally, but becomes even more crucial when dealing with difficult, multifarious 
heritages such as that of the Cold War.  Such a complex heritage requires a broad-ranged 
representation of sites taking into account the vast scope of influence over 45 years: there 
could be no one category of sites, nor one criterion of selection, which captures all that was 
the Cold War. The process of classification is, to some degree at least, subject to the 
interpretation of the classifier/s and the pigeon-holing of sites in certain categories can cause 
disagreement. For example, whilst a nuclear testing site might be classed as a defensive 
measure by some, others might be more inclined to class it as offensive.TP

31
PT 

 
Although it is by no means an objective of this exploratory study to define a list of fixed Cold 
War categories for the sites of Europe, appropriate categories in which to classify the sites 
and criteria with which to select them are a very important area which deserves some 
discussion.  To this end, the following two chapters will breach the theme. Chapter 4.3.1   
briefly reviews the categories and criteria established by two leading authorities on the 
subject from the UK and US and chapter 4.3.2 will begin to look at possible categories for 
the types of Cold War sites listed in table 4.  
 
 
4.5.1 Established Cold War Heritage Categories and Criteria: UK and US 
 
 
As previously stated in this study, the US and UK have been dealing with the subject of Cold 
War heritage for some time and both countries have made much progress in researching, 
recording, categorising and protecting their respective sites. Though a number of 
organisations/institutions are involved with Cold War heritage in both countries, for purposes 
of simplification, categories and criteria discussed here represent just one leading authority 
on the subject from each country. 
 
In the UK, English Heritage (EH) are at the forefront of the Cold War heritage field. In 2001 
they published an assessment of Cold War Monuments in which they have featured around 
150 sites, divided into classes of monuments according to established criteria. The US 
Department of Defense (DOD) have done a vast amount or work in the field since 1991 and 
their report: Coming in the from the Cold – Military Heritage in the Cold War delineates, 
amongst many other issues, categories and criteria used to define Cold War heritage 
properties of historical significance. Categories of Cold War sites and the criteria used to 
select the sites from each organisation are listed in the following, please note Appendix 6 
provides more details of the categories and criteria from both these sources. 
 
English Heritage Categories and Criteria 
 
 
 31 groups of monuments are categorised within a framework of nine Cold War related 

category types:  Air defence, Nuclear Deterrent, US Air Force, Defence research 
establishments, Defence Manufacturing sites, Emergency Civil Government, Emergency 
Provision Stores, Communications and Miscellaneous. Classes and types are further 
included when necessary. 

 
                                                 
TP

31
PT At the Cold War round table session at the EAA Conference in St. Petersburg, September 2003, this debate was 

instigated when it was proposed that the Nevada Test site was primarily a defence site. 
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 Within each group, the following selection principles have been established to determine 
which structures and/or sites should be recommended for preservation: TP

32
PT 

Survival/condition, Period, Rarity, Diversity and Cultural/Amenity value 
 
US Dept. of Defence Categories and Criteria 
 
 
 The DOD first differentiates Cold War Historic Properties from Historic Personal Property 

and Historic Records, dividing Properties into the following 6 types: Sites, Districts, 
Buildings, Structures, Landscapes and Objects 

 
 Property Types are then further divided into the departments of the Air Force, Army, 

Navy. The Air Force Cold War assets are grouped into 17 types within the following 5 
categories: TP

33
PTOperational and Support Installations, Combat Weapon Systems & Combat 

Support Systems, Training Facilities, Material Development Facilities and Intelligence 
Facilities 

 
 Specific Criteria used to distinguish those Cold War Heritage Properties considered of 

Historic Cold War Significance from the above categories are concerned with:  
Exceptional value or quality in illustrating US Cold War heritage, Direct association with 
events of the US Cold War, Direct association with nationally significant persons, Some 
great idea or ideal of the American people and Distinguishing characteristics of 
exceptional value (architectural, engineering, technological, or scientific) 

 
Obvious differences between the two sets of categories relate to the fact that the US DOD is 
dealing with a much larger volume of Cold War heritage in the US, which is dispersed 
between the departments of the army, air force and navy; explaining why the properties 
themselves are sub-divided into various sorts. A more interesting difference can be noted 
between the seven category types defined by EH to classify the monuments and the five 
established by the US DOD to classify the Air Force assets. EH definitely focuses more on 
defensive categories with two categories devoted to emergency provisions. The DOD 
categories are generally more offence related, including combat systems, operational 
systems and training facilities. This is not so surprising considering the different roles of the 
countries in the Cold War, but nevertheless worthy of note as such terminology reflects more 
than just the actual sites it classifies: it conveys also the categories the respective 
organisation wish the sites fall into.  
 
The assessment criteria used by both EH and DOD to determine which sites of certain 
categories are considered sufficiently significant to put forward for protection differ 
appreciably in tone. Whilst the EH criteria sound more general and restrained, the DOD 
criteria tend to sound more nationalistically orientated with multiple references to the US and 
particular mention of the American people. Whilst the criteria established by English Heritage 
would seem to have more relevance to the European heritage, care must be taken to ensure 
specific criteria are established for particular Cold War heritages and countries. 
 
 
 

                                                 
TP

32
PT These are based on the Secretary of State’s non-statutory criteria for determining the national importance of 

monuments, which are indicative not definitive, and the principles for selecting Listed Buildings (detailed in PPG15 
of Assessment, 2001). 
TP

33
PT These categories are subject to revision. The army and navy asset groups are not given as they were not 

available from this document 
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Although the categories and criteria developed by EH and the US DOD for their respective 
Cold War sites are obviously specific to the particular events and circumstances of the Cold 
War in the UK and US, they still provide a useful source of information for this study for a 
number of reasons:  
 
 Firstly, some of the actual categories established by both institutions undoubtedly hold 

relevance for this study - referring to Cold War sites generally - as many European sites 
will have been built for similar reasons. 

 
 Secondly, it is interesting to compare the two different approaches to categorising Cold 

War sites and criteria and reflect on the kind of approach necessary to incorporate sites 
from all over Europe.  

 
 Thirdly, it seems only logical to take such existing and tested categories and criteria 

(from such respected sources) into consideration when deliberating means for judging 
the Cold War heritage of Europe towards developing any kind of international standard 
and/or platform on the subject in the future. European Cold War heritage has relevance 
at local, national and international levels and it is worth bearing this in mind during the 
exploratory phases.  

 
 
4.5.2 Prospective Cold War Site Categories and Criteria: Europe 
 
 
As previously explained, it is not the goal of this study to determine a fixed set of headings 
by which to categorise the Cold War heritage of Europe. It is however an interesting  
exercise to consider, even at this early exploratory phase, what types of sites have been 
located in table 4 and how they might be grouped, bearing in mind those categories 
established by: 
 
 English Heritage and the US Department of Defense (refer chapter 4.3.1)  and  

 
 This study’s “flyer”TP

34
PT (refer appendix 2), sent out to the various sources to encourage a 

wide-ranged approach to suggesting Cold War sites, and consisting of:  
 
 

Aggression  (eg. military sites, nuclear missile silos) 
Protection        (eg. underground command centres, civilian nuclear shelters) 
Intelligence       (eg. electronic surveillance posts, early warning radar installations) 
Influence          (eg. propaganda & counter propaganda installations, security HQs)  
Competition      (eg. the Berlin Wall) 

 
 
The following table 5 first lists and numbers the types of sites found in table 4 and groups 
them with general collective terms.  The table additionally allocates the category deemed 
most appropriate from the study “flyer” list and applies a category from either the English 
Heritage or Department of Defense category list, where it is considered fitting. It should be 
remembered that this list of sites and corresponding categories are very much in the first 
stages of consideration. 
 
 

                                                 
TP

34
PT The Cold War categories listed in the study flyer were established by Prof. Leo Schmidt, Architectural 

Conservation Chair, BTU Cottbus 
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SITE TYPES 
(as per Table 4) 
 

NUMBER 
OF 
TYPES 

COLLECTIVE 
SITE 
TERMS 
 

SUGGESTED 
STUDY 
“FLYER” 
CATEGORIES 

SUGGESTED  
EH &/OR US DOD 
CATEGORIES 

Air Base 5 Aggression/ 
Intelligence 

Air Defence (EH)/ 
US Airforce (EH) 

Submarine Base 1 Aggression Operational & Support (DOD)
Transport craft 2 Competition 

(technology) 
Operational & Support (DOD)

Port 2 

 
 
Transport Base/ 
means 

Competition 
(technology) 

Operational & Support (DOD)

Coastal Fortress 9 Protection Defence Research (EH) 
Operational & Support (DOD)

Bunkers 5 

Defence 
Structures 

Protection Emergency Civil Government 
(EH) 

Former Borders/border  
installations 

3 Borders Competition Operational & Support (DOD)

Artillery Batteries 5 Arms Aggression Combat Weapons & Support 
 (DOD) 

Nuclear Depot/Store 2 Aggression Nuclear Deterrent (EH) 
Nuclear Missile Base 3 

Nuclear arms 
Aggression Nuclear Deterrent (EH) 

Combat Weapon Systems & 
Support (DOD) 

NATO base/support/HQ 2 NATO Influence Operational & Support (DOD)
  

Radar stations/ 
communication posts 

5 Intelligence Communications (EH) 

Intelligence stations/ 
observation towers 

1 Intelligence Intelligence Facilities (DOD) 

Ground Satellite 
Stations 

1  Communications (EH) 

Tropospheric Station 1 

 
 
Communications
& 
Intelligence 

Protection Communications (EH) 
Memorial/monument 3 Memorials Influence NA 
Civil Building 1 Infrastructure Influence/ 

competition 
Operational & Support (DOD)

Peace demonstration  2 Peace Protection NA* 
*included under communications in 
EH categories 

 
When applied to the sites listed in table 4, of the five categories listed by the US Dept. of 
Defense for Air Force sites: Operational and Support Installations and Intelligence Facilities 
could both be relevant. The category for Combat weapon systems and Support could be 
tentatively valid, whilst those pertaining to Training Facilities and Material Development 
would not seem to be applicable at this stage. Of the seven categories listed by English 
Heritage all categories would appear to have potential relevance – though confirmation 
would require a more thorough analysis of the individual sites. 
 
Although determining fixed site categories would be classed as a step beyond this 
exploratory study, it is a principal point of consideration as the categories selected or 
avoided can lead a project in a certain direction, involving the inclusion or exclusion of 
certain sites to fit. 
 

Table 5 Potential Site Categories
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5 . 0  R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S  
 
 
5.1 Future Project Guidelines 
 
 
Having analysed the Cold War heritage data collected through this study, and reviewed 
related literature where available and appropriate, it is now feasible to consider guidelines 
and options for how the Brandenburg Technical University (BTU) can best develop a similarly 
themed project as was the chief objective of this study.  A future project could take any 
number of forms, but using the results and conclusions of this report as a primary point of 
departure, would address the following guidelines: 
 

 
 Project Base  Because the project will be originating from the Chair of Architectural  

Conservation at the BTU Cottbus, Germany, it is logical and important 
that the project benefit from this base in terms of location and the 
existing foundation of work done already in the field – particularly the 
recently completed documentation of the Berlin Wall. 

 
 Geographical Whether Europe-wide, or focussed in one country, the geographical  

Scope scope is a relevant consideration, which should take into account those  
 countries rated as “focus” countries in the study (refer table 2 and map 

3). Unless a site-based option is selected, rendering the particular 
region less important, the area for research would preferably follow 
some kind of logic. 

 
 Ideological  As reiterated throughout this study, any Cold War heritage of Europe  

Views of  should reflect the complex and multifarious nature of the Cold War 
Associated itself. This would preferably include the perspectives from the west, 
Countries east and neutral countries as well encompassing countries belonging to 

NATO and to the Warsaw Pact. 
 
 Collaboration  Following the results of the data collected in this study, the  

Sources sources highlighted in table 1 (which generally correspond with the 
focus countries mentioned above) would seem to possess the greatest 
collaboration potential. In addition to these sources, it is worth keeping 
in mind the results of the meetings (refer appendix 4) with US and UK 
contacts and their existing work on the subject which may form a 
useful component in a future project. 

 
 Sites  &  As with this study, the focus of any related forthcoming project is  

Categories primarily the physical heritage of the Cold War in Europe. Keeping this 
in mind, the sites, remains and traces (refer table 4) cited in this study 
form a vital component. Further investigation of these sites would be 
recommended, especially in relation to their groupings and 
categorisation options (refer chapter 4.3) – to begin to draw contrasts 
and comparisons between sites, countries and approaches and 
attitudes to the Cold War.  
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5.2 Future Project Options 
 
 
Taking the findings of this study and derived guidelines above into account, the following 
five options are considered possible future project outlines. The first is essentially a direct 
continuation of this study, maintaining an exploratory nature and wide-range European 
perspective. The second is a more focussed option, using the Berlin Wall as the centrepiece 
and requiring more detailed research methods. The third is an extended version of the 
second, referring to the legendary Iron Curtain and placing an emphasis on the east-west 
divide. The third The fourth presents a site based option as opposed to a geographically 
based option and the fifth – involving the Baltic Region – is further detailed in section 5.0 as 
the option which seems to optimise the results of this study. 
 
 
5.2.1 Cold Europe: towards preserving the Cold War Legacy of Europe 
 
 
This option would essentially continue on directly from this study, taking into account the 
results but maintaining a wide-reaching scope and continuing the broad-based research 
methodology already begun. It would in essence continue the exploratory approach, but at 
the same time further investigate the established findings of this study. 
 
Advantages 
 
 An “Europe-wide” approach has an international allure and makes the project obviously 

more relevant to more countries. Such an inclusive approach also benefits from 
acknowledging all European countries did play some kind of role in the Cold War no 
matter how small or peripheral.  

 
 The continued investigation required for this option would add to the quantity of Europe-

wide research on the topic, leading also to further clarification and/or validation of 
certain results in this study.  

 
Disadvantages 
 
 Though able to refer to all the data collected in this study, this option could suffer from 

not being able to take sufficient benefit from the results, particularly those related to the 
countries and sources.   

 
 To maintain a “Europe-wide” approach is difficult due to the sheer size of the territory 

and amount of countries to cover, time-consuming and may eventuate in superfluous 
research efforts on countries with truly minimal roles in the Cold War.  

 
 The project might become so big as to be unwieldy and lose its impact.  

 
 
5.2.2  Both Sides of the Berlin Wall  
 
 
In contrast to option 5.2.1, this option would be very concentrated on the two former 
Germanys with particular reference to the Berlin Wall. It would equally balance the east and 
west perspective and focus on the varied array of Cold War sites offered by Germany.  
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Map 5  the Iron Curtain 

 
Advantages 
 
 Great advantage would be taken of the research base in Cottbus/Berlin and the existing 

Berlin Wall documentation as well as the symposium Both Sides of the Wall, Preserving 
Monuments and Sites of the Cold War Era  planned for May 2004.TP

35
PT   

 
 The limited geographical scope and existence of only one language would enable a 

thorough analysis of sites, both theoretically and practically.   
 
Disadvantages 
 
 The focussed nature of the project would not foster great international interest and, 

though including an eastern and western perspective, would be limited. The individual 
and collective attitudes of different countries, especially those neutral countries, would be 
missing. 

 
 Although Germany presents the greatest number and variety of Cold War sites according 

to this study (refer table 4) it cannot compare with the scope of sites available in Europe.  
 
 Perhaps the biggest disadvantage would be the missed opportunity to embrace a large 

number of interesting sites and potentially collaborative partners already located in this 
study, which do not belong to Germany. 

 
 
5.2.3  Both Sides of the Iron Curtain 
 

This option is essentially an enlarged version of the 
previous, extending in all directions from Germany to 
include (minimally) all countries flanking the former Iron 
Curtain. The project would use one of the greatest Cold 
War symbols to structure the geographical scope of the 
project.    
 
Advantages 
 

 Again, great advantage would be made of the base  in 
Cottbus/Berlin with the Berlin Wall marking the both 
the geographic and symbolic core of the Iron Curtain 
as it were. 

 
 Cold War border areas and installations could become 

a major area of focus, presenting the opportunity to 
compare and contrast sites of a similar purpose in 
different countries.  

 

                                                 
TP

35
PT Prof. Leo Schmidt and the BTU Chair of Architectural Conservation has planned a symposium - Both Sides of 

the Wall, Preserving Monuments and Sites of the Cold War Era - in Berlin for May 2004. The main theme will be 
the Berlin Wall, discussed from different angles, with the results of this study presented as part of the discussion 
on research and conservation of monuments and sites of the Cold War era in general. The idea is to provide a 
platform from which a larger conference can proceed in 2006. 
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 The balance of east and western perspectives would be well addressed, with the 
chance to include the neutral countries of Finland and possibly Sweden.  

 
 

Disadvantages 
 

 Russia and the former Yugoslavia form vital components of the Iron Curtain and were 
excluded from the scope of this study. It would therefore probably be necessary to 
conduct some additional exploratory research in these regions.   

 
 Many of the countries distinguished as “focus” countries in this study (refer table 2 and 

map 3) would be excluded from this option including Denmark/Greenland, Iceland, 
Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia.  

 
 Though the Iron Curtain is a powerful symbol of the Cold War, it (fortunately) no longer 

exists and is therefore to some degree a backward looking structure for the study. This 
is compounded by the fact that countries that exist today, did not throughout the Cold 
War – possibly making research in some countries difficult.  

 
 

5.2.4 Sites of Defence, Aggression, Intelligence, Influence and Competition in 
Cold War Europe 

 
 
This option is distinguished from the former three by being site based, rather than 
geographically based. Such an option would concentrate on the actual Cold War sites of 
Europe and their categories, regardless of their specific location. 
 
Advantages 
 
 As the sites, remains and traces themselves must form the primary component of any 

study concerned with the physical legacy of the Cold War, it makes sense that they form 
the focus of the study. 

 
 The project could take advantage of all data collected in this study, but particularly 

chapters 4.2 and 4.3. This option would ensure that all categories of different sites in 
Europe were represented unlike the more geographically limited options.  

 
Disadvantages 
 
 Much of the interest in the different Cold War sites comes from the attitudes and 

geography of the countries themselves. Though this would not have to be completely 
ignored in such a study, it would take a back seat in proceedings.  

 
 Like option 4.5.1  this option could suffer from aiming too big and not being able to take 

sufficient benefit from the results, particularly those related to the countries and sources.   
 
 
5 . 3   Expanded Option: Cold War Sites of the Baltic Region plus Iceland 
 
 
Both geographically and ideologically, this region offers a varied array of countries and sites 
reflecting many aspects of and attitudes to the Cold War. Being based in Germany, the Chair 
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Figure 1: Stamps showing the Mukran-Klaipeda 
      Project from the DDR and USSR, 1986 

of Architectural Conservation at the BTU Cottbus, would be well located to venture into a 
Cold War project dealing with the Baltic Sea Region + Iceland and is additionally located 
close to the border with Poland. Drawing on the results and analysis of this study, this fifth 
project option concerning the Cold War sites of the Baltic Sea Region + Iceland flaunts itself 
as the most ideally suited region of Europe to forge a Cold War heritage project: 
 
 Of the twelve countries included in the region, nine were determined to be “focus” 

countries (refer table 2 and map 3) of this study.  
 
 In regards to the collaborative potential of the sources which responded to the study, a 

large majority were based in this area and of the twelve organisations involved with Cold 
War heritage specific projects, ten came from the Baltic region + Iceland (refer table 1).  

 
 This region stood out also as having the greatest number of Cold War sites (refer table 

4), and the greatest interest in their preservation.  
 
 Additionally, the Baltic Sea region is well recognised by various bodies, such as the EU 

and there exist a number of regional directives promoting further unified development of 
many fields in the area, including heritage cooperation. 

 
The following chapters further discuss the impacts of the different geographies and 
ideologies of the countries of the Baltic Region + Iceland on their Cold War stances and 
resulting sites, remains and traces and recommend areas on which to focus future research.   
 
5.3.1 Geographical Influence of Baltic Region on Cold War Sites 
 
Defined by the Baltic Sea, the countries of the Baltic Sea Region include Denmark, Estonia, 
Finland, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway, Poland, the north-west of RussiaTP

36
PT and 

Sweden. Iceland is included as part of the Nordic region and for its important role in the Cold 
War generally. Greenland must also be considered to some degree part of the region as a 
territory of Denmark which played an important role in Danish Cold War policy. Map 6 
highlights the Baltic Sea region + Iceland and locates the various Cold War sites, remains 
and traces as discovered during this study.  
 
The Baltic Sea 
 
The Baltic Sea Region + Iceland offers a cohesive yet varied geographical area, much of 
which featured largely in the Cold War. Although the main threats throughout the Cold War 
were concerned with weapons of the sky, the Baltic Sea was the only body of water where 
west, east and neutral vessels faced and passed each other on a daily basis. A good example 
of remaining Cold War sites representing this day to day use of the Baltic Sea during the 
Cold War, are the specially built ports of Klaipeda on the Lithuanian Coast and Mukran on the 
coast of Rügen, East Germany. The building of these ports and accompanying rail systems 

were a large-scale joint project built 
primarily to enable the ports of Poland 
to be avoided due to the political 
problems of Poland at the time. The 
political climate in Poland was being 
impacted by the gaining strength of 
the Solidarity movement, associated 
with the workers’ strikes of 1970-80s.
                                                 

TP

36
PT Though officially a part of the Baltic Region, NW Russia was excluded from this study – it could however form 

the part of the next research project 
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Map 5:  Potential sites for the Baltic & Norwegian Sea Region project option 
  (refer to table 4 for more information on individual sites) 
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Figure 2: Canon from Hemsö 
fortification, Sweden 

 
Whilst the Baltic Sea Region benefited from the strategic 
coastal positions on the Sea, there was also the important 
issue of defence to think about. As can be seen on map 
6, many of the Cold War sites, remains and traces are 
located in this region along the coasts. Denmark and 
Sweden were particularly keen to keep their Baltic Sea 
coasts protected. Both countries restored old fortresses 
during the time of the Cold War and Sweden built a 
number of new and modern batteries and forts to 
contend with the threat of nuclear war. 
 

Forming the majority of the USSR’s coast to the Baltic Sea, the Baltic States were 
strategically of vital importance. It is therefore not surprising that there are substantial Cold 
War traces from the Cold War in all three countries, including submarine bases, fighter bases 
and the Klaipeda Port (refer map 6). In presenting a common binding element to the Baltic 
Sea Region, the Baltic Sea is an excellent platform from which to compare various sites of 
the Cold War from the east, west and neutral perspectives. 
 
The Northern Extremes 
 
The northern extremes of the Nordic regions, especially Norway, have seldom in history 
gained as much notoriety and infamy as during the years of the Cold War. Normally too 
remote to be considered of great significance, these areas changed perhaps more than any 
others in Europe during the Cold War. Against the background of ice and snow, multiple Cold 
War sites were quickly erected along the northern borders of Norway, Finland and Russia as 
an anticipated conflict point.  
 

‘The area [former Finnish Karelia occupied by the Soviet Union after WWII] is rich in remains 
related to military as well as other activities and has recently opened up for archaeological 
research after being a closed border area for centuries.’ TP

37
PT 

 
Perhaps the most obvious geographical (and ideological) influence of the Cold War was to be 
absorbed by Germany, and Berlin in particular. As established in chapter 2.3, Berlin was the 
frontline to the Cold War in Europe and West Berlin a hub of US based Cold War actions. The 
number of Cold War sites in Berlin reflects this, and, to some degree at least, has been 
recognised by the creation of certain memorial sites and museums including the “Checkpoint 
Charlie” Museum, the Berlin Wall Documentation Centre and the Allied Museum.  

 
In a future project, it would be recommended to further research the impact of the different 
geographies of the countries in the region on their Cold War policies as their influence can  
definitely be traced in the many Cold War sites. Further research would be likely to locate 
further interesting Cold War geographic/site links in the region. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
TP

37
PT Henrik Asplund, Curator, University of Turku, School of Cultural Research, Archaeology, Turun. 09.01.04 
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T A B L E  6 :   C W  D I V I S I O N S  O F  T H E  B A L T I C  R E G I O N  

 
 

 
AREA 

DIVISIONS 
 

 
COUNTRY 

 
 

CW 
COUNTRIES

& 
ALLIANCES

 
CW IDEOLOGY 

(Refer also to sites, map 6) 

 
 

 
FINLAND 

 

 
Non- 

aligned 

 Officially neutral but sided with the USSR following the 
signing of the Treaty of Friendship, Cooperation and 
Mutual Assistance in April, 1948  

 
 
 

 
SWEDEN 

 

 
Non- 

aligned 

 Officially neutral but unofficially sided with US  
 avoided binding military commitments with US, but 

ensured their own defence 

 
NORDIC  

COUNTRIES 

 
DENMARK/ 
GREENLAND 

 

 
NATO 

 joined NATO reluctantly in 1949 (with Iceland) 
realising the Scandinavian Defence Union was not a 
possible alternative 

 signed the Danish-US Treaty in 1951, enabling the US 
access to certain areas in Greenland 

 
 

 
ICELAND 

 
NATO 

 joined NATO reluctantly in 1949 (with Denmark) 
realising the Scandinavian Defence Union was not a 
possible alternative 

 signed the Icelandic Bilateral Defence Treaty with the 
US in 1951, allowing access to certain areas 

 
 

 
NORWAY 

 
NATO 

 joined NATO following Finland’s signing of Friendship 
Treaty with USSR and Sweden claiming neutrality 

 With Sweden officially neutral, Northern Norway 
became NATO's front line against the Soviet Union 

 
WEST 

GERMANY 
NATO 

 policy very much dominated by post WWII occupation 
by Allies and the frontline position of Berlin 

 Federal Republic of Germany (FRG) founded in 1949 
 joined NATO in 1955 

IRON 
CURTAIN 

 Berlin Wall erected in 1961 to stem the mass exodus 
from east to west Germany 

 
 
 
 
 

GERMANY 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

GERMANY 
 
 
 
 
 

EAST 
GERMANY 

Warsaw 
Pact 

 policy very much dominated by USSR being resident 
occupiers  

 German Democratic Republic (GDR) founded in 1949 
 joined Warsaw Pact in 1955 

 
POLAND 

 

 
POLAND 

 

 
Warsaw 

Pact 

 Though member of the Warsaw Pact, Poland began to 
break away from Soviet policy in the late 1970s – 80s 
Especially with the Solidarity movement 

 

  
LATVIA 

 
BALTIC  
STATES 

 

 
LITHUANIA 

 
 

 
 

 
ESTONIA 

 
 
 
 

SOVIET 
BLOC 

 
Warsaw 

Pact 

 The Baltic States formed an important part of Soviet 
policy in the Cold War due to their strategic position 
on the Baltic Sea 

 As officially part of the Soviet Bloc, the policies of 
Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia followed those of the 
USSR  

 Warsaw Pact formed in 1955 following West 
Germany’s joining NATO 

 
 
 
 

Table 6   Baltic Region + Iceland: Cold War overview 
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6.0 FINAL REMARKS 
 
 
There is no doubt that the Cold War was one of the defining phenomena of the 20P

th
P century, 

a complex, intriguing and odd era of history: The war that never was. A placeless war that 
happened everywhere and nowhere:  
 

“It is an enigma in modern military history as there are no battlefields, it is virtually impossible 
to detail the number of causalities and so much of it was covert that it is difficult to 
understand its landscape completely.”TP

38
PT 

 
I believe it is this amorphousness and covertness of the Cold War that makes its physical 
legacy particularly significant. So much of it was based on fear and classed as top secret or 
extreme propaganda that there seems little real “substance” left. The more esoteric a history 
is, the more tangible proof of its existence is required. As mentioned in chapter 3.3, the 
Berlin Wall stood and fell to become an icon of the Cold War, but already, only 14 years on, 
it is very difficult to believe it ever really existed. Who in the future is going to comprehend 
such a bizarre border fortification dividing one of Europe’s most prestigious capital cities to 
keep hold people in, if there is no in situ, authentic, tangible proof?  
 
The Cold War continues to underscore the events of today. Though its end was much 
celebrated, the ramifications were perhaps further reaching than anticipated. A huge and 
fundamental shift in Europe occurred after 45 years of an accepted, if much maligned, 
east/west division:   
 

“This re-alignment caught most of Western and Northern Europe unawares – Unable to cope 
with changes that no one had really prepared for in their magnitude and depth, the West felt 
at first a wave of relief following the end of the Cold War, but quickly realised that 
accompanying the decrease in overt military threat was an increase in unpredictability, 
potential chaos and instability.”TP

39
PT 

 
It is perhaps understandable that, in this post Cold War era, all efforts were dedicated to 
removing obstacles and impediments, rather than thoughts of preserving them. This could 
also help to explain why Europe lags behind the US in dealing with their Cold War heritage. 
For the US, the post Cold War era represented a time to return to business as usual, whilst 
for much of Europe there was a whole new business afoot. Perhaps now, as the world seems 
to be entering a post post Cold War era, is the time for Europe also to take stock of her Cold 
War legacy.  
 
This study was intended to test the waters of the Cold War legacy in Europe – aimed 
primarily at establishing some basic parameters in the field and laying the ground for a 
future research project. This, I believe, has been achieved with a recorded and analysed 
base of collected data (refer section 4.0) and recommendations as to how best optimise this 
data toward a future research project (refer section 5.0) 
 
Additionally, the study aimed at establishing a Europe-wide “contact base” or network of 
involved and/or interested organisations, institutions and individuals in the field. I believe it 
is this contact base (refer appendix 5) which contains the most potentially useful results of 
the study. Through collaboration with these various organisations, institutions and individuals 
a platform could be developed from which a real promotion of Cold War heritage in Europe 
                                                 
TP

38
PT William Johnson, speech Cold War Historic Preservation: An Overview of USA Efforts, given at the Cold War 

roundtable session at the European Archaeological Association Conference in St. Petersburg, September 2003 
TP

39
PT Remarks by Toomas Hendrik Ilves, Estonian Minister for Foreign Affairs, at the Institute of International Affairs, 

Stockholm, January 9, 1997, http://www.vm.ee/eng/kat_140/1331.html?arhiiv_kuup=leht_7 
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can occur. Many of the responses to requests for information on the subject dealt exactly 
with this issue, often noting a difficulty in locating other parties interested in the field.  
 
Certainly, many of the responses to this study were enthusiastic and presented a will to 
become involved in a future project. Accompanying this willingness was, in many cases, a 
great knowledge of the field, yielding useful data pertaining to work and projects in the field 
(refer table 1) and/or potential sites for preservation (refer table 4).  
 
It is hoped that the results from the data collected in this study and the interest generated 
will provide the catalyst for a future project in the field. Now seems the right time to pool 
these resources and initiate a collaborative project in Europe towards preserving the most 
significant of this complex, enigmatic yet defining periods of 20P

th
P century history known as 

the Cold War.  
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B I B L I O G R A P H Y  
 
 
By Country: 
 
 
AUSTRIA: Schwarzenbergplatz - History 

http://www.magwien.gv.at/ma42/parks/schwarzengeschichte.htm 
 
BALTIC SEA  
REGION:  Report from May 27-29, 1999, Safeguarding and Developing the Common  
   Cultural Heritage in the Baltic Sea Region, http://balticheritage.raa.se/ 
 

Copenhagen Declaration,19 September 2001 from the 5th Conference of 
Ministers of Cultural Affairs of the Baltic Sea States 
HThttp://www.baltic-interface.net/info/copenhagen_en.htmlTH 

 
Resolution 995, 1993, on economic renaissance of the Baltic Sea region 
http://assembly.coe.int/Documents/AdoptedText/ta93/eres995.htm 

 
BALTIC STATES: Lieven Anatol, The Baltic Revolution Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania and the 
   Path to Independence, 1999 New Haven and London 
 
BELGIUM: Article: Vesting 87/1 by Albert Himmler on the 99 Bunkers in Antwerp Harbour 
 
    Protests agains nuclear weapons in Belgium, 07/09/2002 
   HThttp://www.motherearth.org/news/oldnews.php?art=TdpSb3TH 

 
DENMARK: Oberg, Jan PressInfo # 159 September 10, 2002, Denmark the vassal state: 

foreign policy and research at a crossroads  
        http://www.transnational.org/pressinf/2002/pf159_DenmarkCrossroads.html 
  
 
ESTONIA: Made, Vahur The Baltic Issue in the Cold War (article) published in: Estonian 

Foreign Policy at the Cross Roads (eds. Eero Medijainen and Vahur Made) by 
Kikomora Publications, Helsinki, 2003 
HTwww.edk.edu.ee/default.asp?object_id=11&id=9TH   

  
Paldiski and Tapu, Estonia 

 HThttp://home24.inet.tele.dk/case/photos/paldiski/TH 

 
FINLAND: The Cold War and the Treaty of 1948 
 HThttp://www.1upinfo.com/country-guide-study/finland/finland32.htmlTH 

 
GREENLAND:  Dewline Historical Description 

HThttp://www.lswilson.ca/dye4pics.htmTH 

 
Relationships between the US, Denmark and Greenland in the Cold War 
HTfile:///WebServer%20HD/Desktop%20Folder/smidud.htmlTH 

 
 
GERMANY: DB Museum, Auf getrennten Gleisen: Reichsbahn und Bundesbahn 1945-1989 

(Band 3 Geschichte der Eisenbahn in Deutschland)2001 Aumüller Druck KG, 
Regensburg 

 
Schmidt L and Feversham P, The Berlin Wall Today, Verlag Bauwesen, Berlin 1999 

 
Stöver Bernd Der Kalte Krieg , C.H. Beck, München 2003 
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German/German border museums 
HThttp://www.grenzerinnerungen.de/grenzmuseen1.htmTH 

 
 US Army Observation tower at the inner-German border at the Grenzmuseum 

Geise 
 HThttp://www.pointalpha.com/English/english.htmlTH 

 HThttp://www.historyguide.deTH 

 HThttp://www.clio-online.deTH 

 HThttp://www.virtuellelandesbibliographie.deTH 

 
 Virtual Library museum pages: 
 HThttp://vlmp.museophile.comTH 

 HThttp://www.hco.hagen.de/museen.htmTH 

 
 Museums and Exhibitions in Germany, Austria and Switzerland: 
 HThttp://webmuseen.deTH 

 
 National Memorial Sites from the 21P

st
P Century: 

 HThttp://www.national-monuments.comTH 

 
 Online Memorial Site Forum 
 HThttp://212.68.78.12/Gedenkstaettenforum/index.htmTH 

 
 Seminars for East European History in Germany 
 HThttp://www.uni-giessen.de/~g814/osem10.htmlTH 

 
 Databank with references to Institutions 
 HThttp://www.osteuropa.rwth-aachen.de/TH 

 
HUNGARY: History 
 http://www.tiscali.co.uk/reference/encyclopaedia/hutchinson/m0019789.html 
 
ICELAND: Ingimundarson Valur, the author of The Struggle for Western Integration: 

Iceland, the US and NATO during the 1st Cold War 
THThttp://www.netcyclo.com/places/polit/nations/iceland/iceland.htmTTTH 

 
NORDIC 
COUNTRIES: Ingimundarson Valur, Between Solidarity and Neutrality: The Nordic Countries 

and the Cold War, 1945-91 http://www.norden.org/niv_eng/cold_war.htm 
 
NORWAY: Official aviation museum, Bodo,  

http://HTwww.aviation-museum.comTH includes links to International Conference 
documents and PHD into the role of the Air Force in Nth Norway through a 
case study of Andoya 
 
NIKES in Norway 
HThttp://geekinfo.net/nike/TH 

HThttp://www.of.fylkesbibl.no/kulturminner/trogstad.htmlTH 

HThttp://www.skifte.no/Forsvarsbygg/Artikler/1064774673.83/1048762658.55TH 

HThttp://www.aftenposten.no/nyheter/iriks/d210012.htmTH 

HThttp://www.fysikk.hfk.vgs.no/romfarti.htmTH 

HThttp://www.univ-perp.fr/fuseurop/andoya_e.htmTH 

 
POLAND:  Polish Cold War history 

HThttp://www.polskaludowa.comTH 

http://HTwww.republika.pl/printo/warszawaTH 
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  http://HTwww.komunizm.px.plTH 

  http://HTwww.pk.bezuprzedzen.plTH 

 
   Remarks at the Solidarity Workers Monument in Gdansk July 11, 1989 
   http://bushlibrary.tamu.edu/papers/1989/89071102.html 

   
 The Regional Office for Study and Documentation of Monuments in Gdansk 
 HThttp://www.ros.gda.use.plTH 

 
SWEDEN:  Hemsö Fortification 

HThttp://www.hemso.com/sw/indexsw.htmTH 

 
Rodbergs Fortification 

  http://HTwww.rodbergsfortet.comTH 

          
UK   Cocroft WD and Thomas RJC, Ed. Barnwell PS, Cold War Building for  
   Nuclear Confrontation 1946-1989, 2003 English Heritage Kemble Drive,  
 Swindon, SN2 2GZ 
 
 Cocroft WD, Cold War Monuments: an assessment by the Monuments 

Protection Programme, 2001, English Heritage CD 
 
US Department of Defense, Coming in from the Cold Military Heritage in the Cold 

War, Report on the Dept. of Defense Legacy Cold War Project 
 https:osiris.cso.uiuc.edu/denix/public/ES-

Programs/Conservation/ColdWar/coldwar.htm21/05/2003 
 
 Cold War International History Project, Publications 
 HThttp://wwics.si.edu/index.cfm?topic_id=1409&fuseaction=topics.publications&

group_id=6/06/2003TH 

HT 
U.S. Nuclear Weapon Locations, 1995: U.S. nuclear weapons deployed on land 
overseasTH, HThttp://www.thebulletin.org/issues/nukenotes/nd95nukenote.htmlTH 

 
DeMillo Andrew,  Washington Post Staff Writer, March 2, 2002 Atop Old 
Missile Hold, Cold War Site May Rise Son of U-2 Pilot Francis Gary Powers 
Envisions a Museum at Lorton 

   http://ed-thelen.org/W-64-article.html 
 
 
General Cold War: 
 
 
NATO  http://www.tiscali.co.uk/reference/encyclopaedia/hutchinson/m0005031.html 
 
Non-aligned   http://www.tiscali.co.uk/reference/encyclopaedia/hutchinson/m0005012.html 
Movement 
 
Warsaw Pact  HThttp://www.tiscali.co.uk/reference/encyclopaedia/hutchinson/m0005661.htmlTH 

 
Peace Parks  Environmental Policies for former Iron Curtain zones 
 HTTThttp://www.unep-

wcmc.org/protected_areas/transboundary/somersetwest/somersetwest-
70.htmlTTH 

 
 
L I S T  O F  M A P S  
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01 Divisions of Cold War Germany 
 
02 Divisions of Cold War Europe 
 
03 Focus & Peripheral Countries of Study 
 
04 British-US chain of interest vs. Russian Sphere of Influence, 1945 
 
05 Potential sites for the Baltic Sea Region project option 
 
 
L I S T  O F  T A B L E S  
 
 
Table 1:  Summary of Online Responses  
 
Table 2:  Status of countries for purposes of this study 
                  (to read in conjunction with map 3) 
 
Table 3:  Types and numbers of responding sources  
 
Table 4 Summary of Cold War Sites 
 
Table 5 Potential Site Categories 
 
Table 6 Baltic Region – Ideological Cold War overview 
 
 
L I S T  O F  F I G U R E S  
 
 
01 The Mukran/Klaipeda transport link between East Germany and the Soviet Bloc 
 
02 Cannon of the Hemsö fortification, Sweden 
 
03 The Monument of Solidarity, Gdansk, Poland 
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Main Cold War Events impacting Europe 1945 - 1991 
 
 
1945 
 
8   May  Surrender of Germany – end of WWII in Europe. 
17 July – 2 August Potsdam Conference; new European divisions in place. 
6-15 August Atomic bomb dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, followed by the 

surrender of Japan. 
 
1946  
 
30 June*  Polish National referendum approves Communist reforms. 
 
1947 
 
5 March* Truman Doctrine announced: support for countries resisting communism and 

aid granted to Turkey and Greece. 
31 May *  Hungary is taken over by Communist government. 
5  June  US announces Economic Recovery Programme for Europe – the  

Marshall Plan, to aid 16 European nations. 
December 30*  Rumania’s monarchy is replaced by a Communist regime. 
 
1948  
 
25 February Communist coup in Czechoslovakia: last remaining non-communist 

country in Eastern Europe is taken over.  
17 March* Brussels Treaty signed by Belgium, Britain, France, Luxembourg and 

the Netherlands, creating an Atlantic regional mutual-defence treaty. 
31 March Partial Blockade of Berlin begins. 
20 June   Deutschmark introduced into Western sectors of Germany. 
24 June  Surface routes to Berlin closed by Soviets,. 
25 June  Berlin Airlift begins. 
 
1949 
 
4  April   North Atlantic Treaty signed to form NATO . 
May   State of Israel declared. 
12 May   Berlin blockade lifted. 
29 August  USSR explodes its first atomic bomb. 
21 September  Federal Republic of Germany (FRG) founded. 
7  October  German Democratic Republic (GDR) founded.  
 
1952 
 
1  November US explodes its first hydrogen bomb. 
 
 
1953  
 
17 June Berlin Uprising; demonstrations in East Berlin and other East German 

cities. 
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12 August  USSR explodes its first hydrogen bomb. 
 
1955  
 
9  May   West Germany becomes an official member of NATO 
14 May   Warsaw Pact formed. 
 
1956 
 
October  Hungarian uprising suppressed by Soviet forces. 
November  Britain, France and Israel attack Egypt: the Suez crisis.  
 
1957  
 
25 March* The European Economic Community (EEC) is formed between Belgium, 

France, Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands and West Germany. 
26 August  First Soviet inter-continental ballistic missile (ICBM) is launched. 
 
1959 
 
8 July France refuses stockpiling of US nuclear weapons unless under French 

control: 200 US nuclear aircraft redeployed to West Germany and UK. 
1960 
 
13 February  First French atomic test  
1  May   US pilot Gary Powers’ U2 spy plane shot down over USSR 
 
1961  
 
12 April  Soviet cosmonaut Yuri Gagarin is the fist man to orbit the earth. 
17 April  Attempted US-backed invasion of Cuba at the Bay of Pigs. 
13 August  The Berlin Wall is erected. 
 
1962    
 
October  The Cuban Missile Crisis. 
 
1963  
 
7  October* Kennedy signs Limited Test Ban Treaty: US, Britain and USSR agree to 

outlaw tests in the atmosphere, under water and in outer space. 
 
1966 
 
7 March  France announces its withdrawal from NATO. 
 
1967 
 
24 August  France explodes hydrogen bomb at Muroroa Atoll. 
1968 
 

Political and social reform in Czechoslovakia – Prague Spring. 
January  NATO adopts policy of flexible response.  
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1  July* Nuclear Arms Non-proliferation Treaty signed by US, USSR and 58 
other nations. 

20 August  Warsaw Pact forces move in to suppress Czechoslovakian dissent. 
 
1969 
 
20 July   Apollo 11 lands – first man on the moon. 
 
1970 
 
 Strategic Arms Limitation Talks (SALT) begin between the US and 

USSR in Vienna. 
 
1972  
 
26 May SALT Agreement signed. 
 
1975 
 
August   Signing of Helsinki Accords, pledging the US and USSR to accept  
   European borders, protect human rights and promote freer  
   Trans-national trade and cultural exchanges. 
 
1977 
 
   Soviet SS-20 missiles deployed in Europe. 
 
1979 
 
December NATO announces “dual track” deployment of 572 Pershing II and 

ground launched cruise missiles (GLCMs) to counter Warsaw Pact  
SS-20 missiles. 

 
1980 
 
August/ September Strikes and riots in Gdansk, Poland culminating in the formation of the  

Solidarity union. 
 
1981 
 
19 December  Military takeover in Poland – martial law imposed. 
 
1982 
 
29 June  Strategic Arms Reduction Talks (START) begin in Geneva 
 
1983 
 
23 March  President Reagan announces Strategic Defence Initiative: ‘Star Wars’. 
21 July *  Poland lifts martial law. 
22 November* US deploys intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF) in West Germany. 
 
1985 
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19-21 November Geneva summit: meeting between Gorbachev and Reagan issuing joint 

statement to cooperate in arms reduction with a goal of - 50%. 
 
1986 
 
26 April*  Explosion and fire at Chernobyl nuclear power plant in the USSR. 
11-12 October* Reykjavik Summit – Gorbachev and Reagan agree on various issues, 

but Reagan refuses to limit the Star Wars initiative. 
 
1987 
 
8  December US and USSR sign Intermediate Nuclear Forces Treaty: NATO Pershing 

II, GLCMs and Warsaw Pact SS-20s to be withdrawn from Europe. 
1988 
 
28 June* Gorbachev tells Communist Party leaders that key elements of 

Communist doctrine are outdated and puts Glasnost Policies forward. 
 
1989 
 
5  April *  Following strikes, Poland agrees to legalise Solidarity union.  
2  May   Hungary opens its border with Austria. 
August   Non-communist government elected in Poland. 
9  November  Berlin Wall and other East German border posts opened. 
10 November  Bulgarian communist President Todor Zhikov resigns. 
December  Non-communist government assumes power in Czechoslovakia 

  Romanian leader Nicolae Ceausescu is overthrown. 
 
1990 
 
3  October  Germany is reunified. 
10 November  Conventional Armed Forces in Europe (CFE) Treaty is signed. 
 
1991 
 
17 January  The Gulf War, Operation ‘Desert Storm’ begins. 
28 February  Gulf War ends. 
13 March  Last Pershing II missile leaves Germany. 
July   Dissolution of the Warsaw Pact. 
31 July START I treaty signed: Bush and Gorbachev pledge to destroy 

thousands of strategic nuclear weapons. 
26 December Boris Yeltsin becomes Russian president. USSR dissolves and 

recognises the 6 independent republics of Armenia, Belarus, 
Kazakhstan, Kirghizia, Russia and the Ukraine. 

 
 
All entries are from Cocroft and Thomas 2003: xii-xv, except those marked  
* which are from the Dept. of Defence Legacy Cold War Project, Coming in from the Cold  2003: 54-64 
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A P P E N D I X  2  –  S T U D Y  F L Y E R  
 

C O L D  E U R O P E :   
preserving the culturally significant memory and legacy of the Cold War in Europe 
Prof. Leo Schmidt, Chair of Building Conservation,  Brandenburg University of Technology Cottbus, Germany  
Contact: Fleur Hutchings, Rue de Savoie 112 Brussels, Belgium,  Email: HTfleur_hutchings@hotmail.com TH 

 
"…The Cold War was at the background of all spheres of national life; political, 
economic, scientific and cultural.  The physical remains of this confrontation form 
a valuable historical record of our national experience of this era."TP

40
PT 

 
The Cold War was a defining force of the 20P

th
P century spanning from approximately the end 

of World War II until the fall of the Berlin Wall in November 1989. These four decades saw 
unprecedented efforts devoted towards the development of ever more menacing arms, 
protection for populations from such weaponry, space-age intelligence tools and methods of 
propagandist self-promotion to include the bastion of space itself. Whilst research into Cold 
War remains is underway in the U.K. and U.S., it seems little has been done on the European 
stage to date.  
 
This research project aims to explore, discuss & promote this vitally important 
segment of European history towards the preservation of the most culturally 
significant remains for current and future generations by: 
 
1. Determining the extent of existing research/literature already undertaken into the 

physical legacy of the Cold War in Europe (as far as possible) 
 
2. Exploring the variety and scope of relevant Cold War sites in European countries 

(balancing east, west and neutral) and focussing on a broad range of categories 
including: 

 
Aggression  (eg. military sites, nuclear missile silos) 
Protection        (eg. underground command centres, civilian nuclear shelters) 
Intelligence       (eg. electronic surveillance posts, early warning radar installations) 
Influence          (eg. propaganda & counter propaganda installations, security HQs)  
Competition       (eg. the Berlin WallTP

41
PT) 

 
3.  Discussing guidelines and criteria and developing future strategies for assessing the 

relevance and historic values of individual sites ranging from local significance up to 
and including World Heritage qualities 

 
4. Promoting awareness of significant Cold War sites on both sides of the Iron Curtain  
 
5. Creating a forum for those working on the subject via Internet and holding an 

international conference on the subject 
 

"Such powerful reminders of the Cold War as Checkpoint Charlie, pieces of the 
Berlin Wall and documents from the Soviet Archives, will help future generations 
understand the Cold War, its origins, and its repercussions…they merit 
consideration and protection."42 

                                                 
TP

40
PT Cocroft W D, 2001, English Heritage Cold War Monuments: by the Monuments Protection Programme 

TP

41
PT The Chair of Conservation, BTU Cottbus, is currently documenting all remains and traces of the border 

fortification of Berlin, on behalf of the Senate Department 
TP

42
PT US Dept. of Defense, Coming in from the Cold, Legacy Cold War Project 
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A P P E N D I X  3  –   
 
 
Europe-wide Target Groups            

Please note all contacts within 25 European county scope of research on the following lists were contacted  
 
 
 all European ICOMOS offices as listed on the ICOMOS website: 

http://www.international.icomos.org/address.htm#nat 
 
 all European Culture Contact Points for the Directorate General of Culture, as part of the 

Culture 2000 programme and listed on the website: 
HThttp://europa.eu.int/comm/culture/eac/contact-point_en.html TH 

 
 all European ministries of Culture on the website: 

http://www.euclid.info/Culture2000/KeyEuropeanContacts.htm 
 
 All European Cold War research Institutes listed as partners with the NATO and Warsaw 

Pact Project based in the Russian and East European Studies Dept. Austin, Texas on 
website: HThttp://www.isn.ethz.ch/php/TH 

 
 
 
European Regional Target Groups   

 
 
 
 Baltic Sea Archaeological Association Network (BSAAN) 

HThttp://viking.hgo.se/bsaan/membbot.htmlTH 

 
 Baltic Sea States Working Group on Heritage Cooperation 

HThttp://balticheritage.raa.se/networks/monitor.htmlTH 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 59

A P P E N D I X  4  –   
 
 

C O L D  W A R  S I T E  C A T E G O R I E S  &  C R I T E R I A :  U K  A N D  U S    

 
UK Cold War Site Categories 
 
English Heritage - Assessment by the Monuments Protection ProgrammeTP

43
PT 

 
Category, Group and Class 
 
Air Defence 
 
1 Radar  

Rotor 1950s 
Linesman 1960s-1980s 
Improved UK Air Defence Ground environment, late 1980s 

2 Royal Observer Corps 
Visual Reporting Posts 
Underground Monitoring Posts 
Group Headquarters 

3 Anti Aircraft Guns 
Anti Aircraft Operations Rooms 
Post-war Heavy Anti Aircraft Batteries 
Post-war Light Anti Aircraft Batteries 

4 Surface to Air Missiles 
Bloodhound missile Mark I sites  
Tactical Control Centres 
Bloodhound missile Mark II sites  

5 Fighter Interceptor Airfields 
Hardened Aircraft Shelters 
Hardened Airfield Structures 

 
Nuclear Deterrent 
 
6 V-Bomber airfields 
7 Nuclear weapons stores 
8 Thor missiles sites 
 
United States Air Force 
 
9 Airfields 
10       Cruise missile sites 
 
Defence Research Establishments 
 
11 Aviation 
12 Naval 
13 Rockets, Guided weapons 
14  Nuclear 
15  Miscellaneous 
 
Defence Manufacturing Sites 
 
16 Defence manufacturing sites 

                                                 
TP

43
PT W D Cocroft Cold War Monuments: an assessment by the Monument Protection Programme 2001, CD-ROM 
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Emergency Civil Government 
 
17 Early 1950s War Rooms 
18 Regional Seats of Government 
19 Sub Regional Head Quarters 
20 Regional Government Head Quarters 
21 Local Authority Emergency Head Quarters 
22 Civil Defence Structures 
23 The Utilities 
24 Private nuclear shelters 
  
Emergency Provisions Stores 
 
25 Grain silos 
26 Cold stores 
27 General Purpose Stores  
28 Fuel depots 
 
Communications 
 
29 Underground telephone exchanges 
30 Microwave tower network 
 
Miscellaneous 
 
31 The Peace Movement 
 
 
 
Cold War Monument Criteria: 
 
Survival/condition 
 
 Structural integrity and survival of original internal configuration, plant and fittings.   

 
 Monuments have been generally assessed to reflect their original purpose and function, which 

dictated their form.  Nevertheless, reuse for another purpose and time depth may add to the 
historical value to a structure.  

 
 Survival of contemporary Setting, Character, Spatial Relationships – Group Value. 

 
Period 
 
 Representativeness of a particular phase of the Cold War 

 
 Centrality to British/NATO defence policy 

 
 Important monuments to post-war British achievements in science and technology. 

 
Rarit 
 While rarity and uniqueness are criteria for protection, they will be supported by other, usually 

technological, reasons. 
 
Diversity 
 
 Different structural forms may fulfil an identical or similar function. 
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Cultural and Amenity value 
 
 education, understanding, tourism, public access 

 
 
US Cold War Site Categories  
 
Legacy Cold War Project – US Dept. of DefenseTP

44
PT 

 
Examples of Cold War Historic Resources: 
 
Sites: 
 
Early rocket test sites 
Nuclear testing ranges 
Nuclear manufacturing facilities 
Treaty signing Locations 
Aircraft wrecks 

 
Districts: 

 
Concentrations of buildings united historically or aesthetically 
Entire military bases 
Historically significant airports 
Dependent housing and support facilities 
 
Buildings: 

 
Hangars, radar stations, launch control centres, garages 
Administration buildings 
Chapels, libraries 
Dormitories, family housing 
 
Structures: 
 
Ships, missiles and silos, launch pads and weaponry,  
runways, spy satellites 
Water towers, wind tunnels, bridges 
Fences, roads and railroads 

 
Landscapes: 

 
Landing beaches, de-militarised zones (DMZs) 
Static museum display areas 
Training Grounds and courses 

 
Objects: 

 
Aircraft, tanks, combat art, equipment 
Uniforms, unit memorabilia 
 
Air Force Cold War Historic Property Types: 
 
Operational and Support Installations 
 

                                                 
TP

44
PT US Dept. of Defense Legacy Cold War Project, Coming in from the Cold: Military Heritage in the Cold War  

http://osiris.cso.uiuc.edu/denix/Public/ES-Programs/Conservation/ColdWar/coldwar.htm21/05/2003 
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Air Force bases, including Command Centres 
Missile Stations 
Launch Complexes 
 
Combat Weapon Systems and Combat Support Systems 
 
Missiles 
Aircraft (Fixed sing and rotary) 
Ground Vehicles and Equipment 
 
Training Facilities 
 
Warfighting, Combat Support and Intelligence Schools 
Launch Complexes 
Combat Training Ranges 
Impact Areas; Targets 
POW (Prisoner of War) Training Camps 
 
Material Development Facilities 
 
Research Laboratories 
Manufacturing Sites 
Test Sites 
Proving Grounds 
 
 
 
 
 
Intelligence Facilities 
 
Radar Sites 
Listening Posts 
 
 
Specific Criteria to establish historic significance for Cold War Properties: 
 

 
 Properties that possess exceptional value or quality in illustrating the Cold War heritage 

of the US, that possess a high degree of integrity of location, design, setting, materials, 
workmanship, feeling and association  

 
 Properties that are directly associated with events that have made a significant 

contribution to and are directly involved with, or that outstandingly represent the broad 
national pattern of US Cold War history 

 
 Properties that are associated directly and importantly with the lives of persons 

nationally significant in the Cold War history of the US 
 
 Properties that represent some great idea or ideal of the American people 

 
 Properties that embody the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural, 

engineering, technological, or scientific type specimen exceptionally valuable for a 
study of a period, style, method or technique of construction, or that represent a significant, 
distinctive and exceptional entity 
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