Reading One : The Origins of the Cold War after World War II (2007)
The Second World War wrought horrendous social and economic consequences on the world.  
Casualties of Second World War
	Countries
	Total Deaths
	% of Prewar population
	Military Deaths 
	Civilian Deaths

	USSR
	20,600,000
	10.4%
	13,600,000
	7,000,000

	GERMANY
	6,850,000
	9.5%
	3,250,000
	3,600,000

	POLAND
	6,123,000
	17.2%
	123,000
	6,000,000

	FRANCE
	810,000
	1.9%
	340,000
	470,000

	UNITED STATES
	500,000
	0.4%
	500,000
	

	ITALY
	410,000
	0.9%
	330,000
	80,000

	GREAT BRITAIN
	388,000
	0.8%
	326,000
	62,000

	NETHERLANDS
	210,000
	2.4%
	198,000
	12,000

	TOTAL
	52,199,262
	
	
	


Definition of Cold War: Peter Calvocoressi: 

“Cold War is a term describing a state of affairs, the principal ingredient being mutual hostility and fears of each other.  Fears were rooted in historical and political differences of both countries the United States and the Soviet Union.”

Introduction

The Cold War could be considered as one of the strangest chapters in the history of international conflict. For 45 years it devoured the resources and drove the foreign policies of the United States (US) and the Soviet Union (USSR). It changed the fate of smaller nations sucked into the orbits of the two superpowers and escalated the violence of civil wars. It was longer and more far-reaching than the wars of 1914-1918 and 1939-1945 out of which it grew.  At one time (during Kennedy’s administration) it seemed to threaten an end to the world in a nuclear war.  Yet not a single shot was exchanged directly between Soviet and American soldiers. 

· During the Second World War, Russia, Britain and US had collaborated with each other against a common enemy, Nazi Germany.  However with the defeat of Germany by April 1945, Britain and the US became concerned about the motives of Russia.  Its Red Army seemed bent on territorial expansion into Eastern Europe.

· In fact during the Yalta Conference in February 1945, significant differences in opinions between the two powers had begun to emerge over the future of Poland and Germany.  Matters were made worse by the death of the American President, Roosevelt in April 1945. Harry S. Truman who had succeeded Roosevelt, insisted that the Atlantic Charter should be the basis of any post-war settlement.  Russia on the other hand was more concerned about its own national security.  Hence Stalin insisted on pro Soviet governments in Eastern Europe.  Churchill (P.M of Britain) wanted to re-establish British interests in the Balkans and the Pacific 

· At the Potsdam Conference in July 1945, attempts were made to satisfy US and Soviet concerns.  The main issue at Potsdam was how to ensure peace for Europe.  The world could not afford to have another major war of the same scale.  

Phases of the Cold War: 1945-53

The Cold War developed from tensions and mistrust which arose from attempts on agreeing about the nature of the post-war order.  The Soviet Union and the US (including western capitalist states) committed themselves ideologically to different economic and political systems. 

1953-63: Era of Crises and Change

Intensification of Cold War took place.  By the early 1950s, the Cold War was perhaps at its most aggressive phase.  The West made attempts to devise more aggressive means of undermining Soviet control within its satellite empire.  Stalin endorsed and supported a North Korean attack on South Korea.  In 1953 Stalin died, leading to political implications for power rivalries.  By mid-1950s, the Soviet had accepted the idea of peaceful coexistence.  In 1962, the competition to preserve or gain ideological allies almost came to a military confrontation in Cuba in 1962 between the two superpowers. 

1963-71: Peaceful Coexistence and the Rise of Multipolarity
In the 1960s as Soviet Union approached nuclear parity with USA, the nature of the bipolar world began to change.  For the first time the American military supremacy was threatened by Soviet military power.  From 1963 onwards international politics was characterized by alliances and regional power blocs assumed greater importance in a less bipolar world. 

1972-1980: The Détente Era

In the 1970s, a mulitpolar world emerged.  The two super-powers adopted new approaches to manage their relations with each other.  The emergence of a third world power, China, the growing economic strength of Western Europe and Japan presented new challenges.  The years 1975 to 1985 is sometimes known as the second Cold War as tensions increased in Europe over the deployment of more advanced nuclear missiles.  

1981- 1989: From Confrontation to Communist collapse

The Mid-80s saw the emergence of a new generation of Soviet leaders who were prepared to embark on radical reforms within USSR and foreign policy reorientation.  Reform unleashed forces that finally produced the collapse of the Soviet Union and the end of the Cold War 

Main causes of the Cold War

a. The history of U.S.-Soviet relations
b. Different national objectives
c. Opposed ideologies
d. The personalities of decision makers
e. The dif​fering perceptions of the international environment
f. Specific post-World War II Soviet actions
U.S.-Soviet relations before World War II 
· Relations between the USA and the Soviet Union ranged from open hostility to cool formal relations.  The Soviet Union (USSR) had bitter memories of the 1918-1920 American intervention in the Russian Civil War and its refusal to recognize the Soviet regime until 1933.  Similarly, in the United States, the Red Scare of the early 1920s and fears of international communism dur​ing the 1930s made it difficult for the two countries to trust each other. 

· The differing postwar objectives of the two countries added to the tensions between them.  From the Soviet point of view, Eastern Europe had to have pro-Soviet governments so that it could defend its western boundaries.  The Americans however viewed Soviet actions as deliberate expansionism into Europe.  
· For the United States free elections and free trade were an important part of keeping stability in the post-War world.  The Soviet leaders instead believed the United States was acting as an expansionistic political-economic system in its promotion of the above concepts.  Hence contrary perceptions of national objectives played a major role in causing the Cold War.

Rise of USA and USSR as superpowers after WWII 

· The post-1945 world is normally defined as bipolar because of the disparity between the military capabilities and economic resources of the world’s two most power states, (USSR and the USA) and the lesser powers.  Many states aligned themselves with either the USA or the USSR.  

· The rivalries between the USSR and USA which emerged in 1945 resulted from the wartime shift in the global balance of economic and military power.  The USA had become a super-power which the USSR could not match economically or militarily.  The quest of international power and influence by both powers contributed to the breakdown of their wartime alliance in 1945. 
Ideological Differences

· The root of the conflict was a clash of social systems and of ideological preferences for ordering the world between US and USSR. 

· The ideologies of Soviet Marxism-Leninism and American capitalist democracy were opposed to each other.  This caused animosity between the two super powers.  America considered communism an expansionistic, dictatorial and militaristic form of social organization. Both powers viewed the other as the enemy.  

· The West feared and suspected the Soviet Union.  The Soviets were seen as attempting to impose its own political and economic ideologies upon Europe and the world.  
View of the US

· Liberty has to be defended by deeds and arms whenever necessary.  Liberty fosters democracy which is a continuous process.  Basic to democracy are freedom of speech, free enterprise and independence from external threats.  Secure property rights are the corner-stone of liberty.  The rule of law is necessary in order to regulate political, economic and social life. 
View of USSR

· Stalin (leader of Russia/USSR) viewed the world through the prism of Marxism-Leninism.  The Soviet Union viewed capitalist democracy as a threat to its very survival as a state.  

· It believed that it did not need any help or advice from other states (Autarky).  All the wisdom needed to make a great nation already resided in Russia.  Russia, indeed socialism (read it as Communism) would only be safe when the capitalist ‘beast’ was no more

McCauley’s View (view of an author)
· Were Stalin’s policies the result of his ideological convictions or was he was acting as a Russian nationalist?  In 1945, Stalin believed that the tide of history was flowing in the direction of the Soviet Union and hence the USSR ought to be leader of the world. He believed that the capitalist powers (Western powers) would not be able to resolve their post-war economic problems; hence war between them was inevitable.

· The US view was that more countries adopted communist type of governments, the inevitable result was a reduction of sources of raw materials and markets for them.    Shrinking markets would create social tensions within capitalist states. 
Strategic reasons: Security of the State   
· Some analysts argued that the Cold War was a classic example of a security dilemma.  In 1945, the Soviets believed that its security depended on the inability of Japan and Germany to rise up as great powers again after their defeat.   Stalin’s nightmare was that they might recover, rearm and begin to think about revenge.  
· Russia had suffered invasions from Eastern Europe three times in just over a century.  Stalin wanted a buffer zone in the Eastern Europe. The American decision in 1947 to rebuild the Japanese economy shocked Moscow.  Hence in 1950, Stalin permitted Kim IL Sung (leader of North Korea) to invade South Korea.  If Korea came under the influence of USSR, it would afford greater protection for the USSR against a resurgent Japan. 
· For the Americans, its national security (defence of America) was of utmost importance, in the light of its Pearl Harbour experience.  Hence the USA built forward bases to enable its aircraft to intercept attacks.  To ensure ‘depth’ in defence, the USA need to encircle the Western hemisphere with a defensive ring of outlying bases.

· Another important strategic consideration for the US had to do with its need to project American power quickly and effectively against any potential adversary.  The US had to be able to take ‘timely’ offensive action against any potential enemy. The control of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans through overseas bases was considered indispensable to American national security.  To ensure the defense of the Panama Canal, American collaboration with Latin American armed forces was essential.  
· The need for the US to predominate the western hemisphere was a natural evolution of the Monroe Doctrine.  The objective of its overseas bases was to ensure US strategic hegemony.  

· The two world wars had taught US that any power attempting to dominate Eurasia must be regarded as potentially hostile to the US.  Most importantly, Soviet expansionism must be forestalled at all cost.  The Soviet Union must not be allowed to dominate Eurasia through military conquest or political and economic ‘assimilation’.  
· In 1945-46, the US was concerned that Soviet control over much of Eastern Europe would quickly bring about its economic recovery and enhance it war-making capacity. It viewed the Soviet control of the Ruhr-Rhineland industrial area as a threat.  Even more dangerous (in its view) was the prospect of Soviet domination Western Europe, especially France. 

· At the beginning of the Cold War, the Americans perceived that the Soviets had certain advantages that they could not match.  The Soviets could exploit their population and the Eastern European states under them.  And the Soviets had no compunction in sacrificing lives of soldiers in the pursuit of its military goals. There was no way the Americans and their allies could match the Soviets and their allies man for man and weapon for weapon.

· This above American perception of the Communist world led it to rely increasingly on nuclear weapons in the late 1940s to early 1950s, to gain superiority in nuclear technology and retain that superiority for as long as possible.  The US viewed technological innovation as a key element in the battle with the Soviets.

· Hence the launch of the Russian Sputnik in 1957 was a wake-up call for the Americans.  US feared that the Soviets would win the battle for technological superiority.  The Sputnik shock was to stimulate great technological innovation in the American private sector and soon the Soviets were left behind.  
Differences in Culture 
· American culture is based on the freedom of the individual. American political thinking is heavily influenced by Protestant thinking. To the Americans freedom was virtuous but totalitarianism was evil. 

· Subconsciously, the American people tended to identify an evil in order to combat it.  It made it easy for political leaders to mobilise and unite its people against a ‘common enemy’.  Comunism fitted neatly into the frame. It was seen as the personification of evil. Communism denied the existence of God, it denied individual freedom, it denied the right of a person to act autonomously, it abolished the free market and it “vowed” to destroy the free world. Communism was collectivist and spoke of the masses and not of individuals. So the only way to overcome the communist threat was to destroy it. 
Clashes in Personalities

· The personalities of the leaders too contributed to hostility between the USSR and the West. Winston Churchill, (British prime minister during most of the 1940s) advocated spheres of influence under the West’s leadership.  His was a realist view of international relations. He did not trust either the Soviet or the American leaders. 
· Stalin was paranoid regarding U.S. and British inten​tions and feared that his own domestic power base was eroding.  Although Stalin and Franklin Roosevelt did respect each other grudgingly, the new U.S. president, Harry Truman trusted Stalin even less than did Churchill.

· The U.S. and Soviet leaders chose selectively from their historical records, ideological beliefs, and their own personal biases to arrive at an image of the other side as malevolent. Events were interpreted in light of expectations, and both sides had ample evidence to "prove" the worst intentions of the other.   
· Soviet policies in Eastern Europe, Soviet pressures on Iran, and disagreements at the United Nations over the control of nuclear weapons were key roles in causing the Cold War. 

Soviet policies in Eastern Europe

· By the end of 1945, the Soviet Union had become the dominant power in Eastern Europe. Despite agreements reached at the 1945 Yalta and Potsdam conferences, two Foreign Ministers Conferences in London and Moscow between 1945 and 1946 and the Paris Peace Conference, Moscow refused to loosen its grip on Eastern Europe.  
· As the Soviets tightened their hold over Poland, Bulgaria, and other Eastern European states, Winston Churchill in a 1946 speech in Fulton, Missouri, warned that an Iron Curtain had descended across the European continent. Soviet​ controlled states were behind the curtain, Churchill said, and Western democracies were in front of it (Refer to Churchill’s Iron Curtain speech).  The ‘Iron Curtain’ speech proved to Stalin that the West was not to be trusted.

· On the other hand, Soviet policies in Iran contributed to deteriorating East-West relations. The British and the Soviets agreed in 1942 to occupy Iran to protect the country from Ger​many and to secure supply lines to Russia. Both countries had agreed to withdraw their troops after the war. In keeping with the agreement, Great Britain pulled out in 1945, but Soviet forces remained into 1946.  It was not until the United States sent a warning to Moscow and deployed an aircraft carrier to the eastern Mediterranean Sea that the Soviets were willing to withdraw.

Squabbles between the US/USSR in the UN

· At the United Nations, the United States and the Soviet Union squab​bled over how to control nuclear weapons. In 1946, the United States submitted a pro​posal to the UN called the Baruch Plan, which proposed a new international authority to oversee nuclear research, end the production of nuclear weapons, and destroy existing weapons. The Soviet Union rejected the plan because they did not trust US to destroy all its existing nuclear weapons in the final stage.  So the Soviets proposed that the United States should destroy its nuclear weapons first.  Deadlock ensued.  The inability to reach agreement contributed to the growth of US.-Soviet tension. When and how did the Cold War begin?

Disagreements at the Yalta Conference

· The S.U (Soviet Union), Britain and US had been united by contingencies of war against a common enemy: Nazi Germany during the Second World War.  Relations between the three powers at the Teheran Conference in November 1943 had been cordial.  

· The Cold War could be said to have begun at the 1945 Yalta conference.  By Feb 1945, the Russians had entered Germany only 100 miles from Berlin and the Allies were on the Rhine at Nijmegen.  By then Stalin had occupied Poland and was in command of the largest land army in Europe.  

· The atmosphere at Yalta, the first inter-allied meeting on the post-war world was one of hope, that a new era of peace and cooperation would ensue.  It had been suggested that Roosevelt, whose health was failing, was duped by Stalin at Yalta.  In truth, the American President was fully aware of the problems of peace-making. He tried to persuade Joseph Stalin not to carve out a Soviet sphere of influence over Eastern Europe, but USSR seemed bent on the conquest of Eastern Europe for itself and for Communism.  [What was the Soviet intention?]
· The most difficult issue discussed was the future of Germany.  Germany had already been divided into agreed zones by the three main Allies.  There was disagreement on whether Germany should remain a single state.  A united Germany would once again be able to threaten its neighbours militarily.  Matters could not be resolved at this juncture.

· At Yalta, discussions focused on the arrangements to be made for the provisional governments in the liberated areas and for the people to eventually choose, (in line with the Atlantic Charter), the form of government they preferred.

· The most important issue discussed at Yalta was how to deal with the defeated and the liberated countries of Eastern Europe. The agreements called for an interim democratic government and early free elections to fulfill the wishes of the people.

· Poland proved particularly problematic in the discussions.  Great Britain and the United States supported a Polish government-in-exile in London that was created in 1939. The Soviet Union supported a Communist-dominated Polish committee of national liberation that was formed in Lublin, Poland, in 1944, when the Soviet Union began liberating Poland from Nazi rule. Neither the Western Allies nor the Soviet Union would change its allegiance, so they agreed that the Lublin committee would be broadened to include representatives of other Polish political groups. The Allies would then recognize Poland as a provisional government that would hold free elections to choose a successor government. Poland's future frontiers also were discussed but not decided. 

· The Declaration on Liberated Europe was finally signed, supplemented by an additional agreement on the formation of a Polish Provisional government.  The Declaration made specific reference to the Atlantic Charter. Yalta did see some progress towards Roosevelt’s beloved United Nations Organization.  

Rift between US and USSR over Eastern Europe

· Soon problems arose over the exercise of British and soviet influence in parts of Eastern and South-Eastern Europe.  In February 1945, the Soviets intervened in Romania to install a puppet regime.  Romania did not become an issue with the British because the Soviets might challenge British control in Greece.  Relations between the USSR and US deteriorated with the death of FDR in April 1945.  

· Harry S Truman, who had succeeded Roosevelt, had little knowledge of foreign affairs. By 1945, Stalin held the reins of Soviet power.  Truman, on the other hand, had been President barely three months. He also lacked Roosevelt’s chameleon-like character, which could represent different things to different people, and his political sleight of hand, which enabled him to keep abreast of public opinion and to manipulate supporters and opponents alike. 

· On 23rd April Truman told the Soviet foreign minister in an infamous confrontation that the Russians should stick to their agreements and that with the German surrender, Lend Lease aid to Moscow was terminated. Truman insisted that any post-war settlement should be based on the principles of the Atlantic Charter, which promised all nations a choice in their system of government as expressed in free and fair elections.  
Problems at the Potsdam Conference (July 17-Aug. 2, 1945)

· Churchill was replaced by newly elected Clement Attlee at the end of the Potsdam.  More difficulties emerged.  The crucial issue at Potsdam was reparations. The Soviet Union wanted to rebuild their devastated economy using German funds.  The United States feared it would have to pay the whole cost of rebuilding Germany, which in turn would help benefit the Soviet Union.  Both the Russia and America wanted their own economic and political systems to prevail in areas which their soldiers had helped to liberate. 

· The Potsdam Agreement transferred the administration of Germany to the American, Russian, British, and French military commanders in their respective zones of occupation. The Allies set up a new system of rule for Germany to abolish Nazi ideology, disarm Germany and prevent it from becoming a military power.
· The German economy was to be decentralized, and monopolies were to be broken up; the development of agriculture was to be emphasized in Germany. All former German territory East of the Oder and Neisse rivers were transferred to Polish and Soviet administration, pending a final peace treaty. A method for German reparations payments was outlined. A Council of Foreign Ministers was established to consider peace settlements. 
· The Potsdam Declaration of July 26, presented an ultimatum to Japan.  It was given the choice between unconditional surrender and total destruction. (The atom bomb was not actually mentioned.) 
· Rarely was any agreement so consistently breached as was the Potsdam Agreement. The work of the Allied Control Council for Germany was at first blocked by France, which did not feel bound by an agreement to which it had not been party.  Before the council could even begin to function, the Cold War caused it to break up. The vague wording and tentative provisions of the Potsdam Agreement which allowed a wide range of interpretations caused its failure.
· Soon the Western allies were disturbed by the unilateral Soviet actions in East-Central Europe.  The wartime brutality, economic devastation and mass murder perpetuated by the Germans were followed by the reprisals of a Soviet regime in Eastern European countries. However differences on Germany were papered over with agreements on reparations, the principles of denazificaiton, decentralization and disarmament. 
· Reparations were finally decided on. The Soviet Union received one-third of Germany's ships and industrial equipment. The German economy was also decentralized, and monopolies were broken up. 

· At Potsdam, Truman learned of the first successful atom bomb test in July.  Truman told Churchill, and Stalin later learned of it from one of Truman's aides. 

· Britain and the US refused to accept the Soviet government in Poland and called for free elections in Rumania, Bulgaria, and Hungary, while Stalin demanded that they accept his puppet governments. They charged that the Soviet Union had helped establish communist governments in other Eastern European countries which had been freed from German control. 
· The allies together agreed to prosecute German leaders for war crimes. They decided that they should make a list of all major war criminals and every criminal captured would be given a fair judicial trial.

· The Yalta and Potsdam Peace Conferences set the stage for international relations after World War Two.  They influenced and led to many future events including the Cold War. 

· Between 1946 and 1947, the Soviet Union consolidated its grip on Eastern Europe by creating satellite states.  Communist governments, loyal to Moscow, were set up in Poland, Hungary, Romania, and Bulgaria. 

· In effect, Stalin had created what Winston Churchill called the Iron Curtain across Europe.  

“…from Stettin on the Baltic to Trieste on the Adriatic, an iron curtain has descended across the continent. Behind that line lie all the capitals of the ancient states of central and Eastern Europe -- Warsaw, Berlin, Prague, Vienna, Budapest, Belgrade, Bucharest and Sofia. From what I have seen of our Russian friends and allies during the war I am convinced that there is nothing they admire so much as strength and nothing for which they have less respect than military weakness.”

Why were the war-time Allies unable to reach agreement in 1945?

· One reason was Stalin’s suspicions of the Allies’ intentions to the Soviet Union.  In defending Stalingrad against Hitler, the Soviet Army had suffered heavy casualties.  About 800,000 Soviet soldiers and civilians were killed in this single conflict.  He was suspicious that the Allies did not mind the Soviet and Nazi armies destroying each other on the battlefield.  This suspicion was compounded by a further delay in the opening of the second front in May 1943 in favour of allied landings in Sicily and Italy.  In his memoirs, Khrushchev had stated that the Allies wanted to ‘bleed us dry’.  Stalin viewed the West as an unrelenting foe.  

· In the late 1945 and early 1946 tensions between the Soviet Union and its Anglo-American allies increased due to great power rivalries between them.  This was aggravated by crises in Iran, Turkey and Greece.

· After the Second World War, France was forced to grant independence to Lebanon and Syria and faced challenges in Algeria, Tunisia, and Morocco.  Britain was weakened by the loss of the Indian Army, its main power projection force east of Suez.  

· The West depended on Middle Eastern oil to fuel efforts at reconstruction, and Iran was central to these efforts because it contained extensive petroleum reserves.  The crises in Iran, Turkey and Greece arose from declining British power.  The Iranian crisis was a pivotal event in the Cold War.  The crisis itself was the result of Soviet support for an Azeri nationalist movement in Iran.  Also the Soviet had refused to withdraw its occupation forces as specified by treaty with Iran.  (Iran was occupied by British and Soviet forces during the War)

· The decisive break between the Soviet Union and the Allies occurred on 12th March 1947, when Truman announced the Truman Doctrine to defend Greece and Turkey against ‘totalitarianism’ but all knew that he meant communism.  Truman committed the US to the global defence of freedom.

Who should be blamed for the Cold War? View of various authors

Merlvyn P. Leffler
· US policy-makers believed that American security depended on a favourable balance of power in Eurasia, an open and prosperous world economy, a strategic sphere of influence in Latin America, an elaborate overseas base system, and continuation of the American monopoly of atomic weapons.  The obstacles to US objectives were poverty, revolutionary nationalism and vacuums of power in Europe and Asia.

David Holloway

· Stalin knew of the implications of the bomb for postwar diplomacy.  Although the American monopoly of atomic weapons increased Stalin’s determination to avoid war with the US, it also made him less cooperative with the West.   Stalin did not want to appear weak.  Hence he determined to expedite (quicken) the development of Soviet nuclear weapons. 

· The ‘Traditionalists’ (Orthodox view) placed the blame squarely at the feet of an aggressive Stalin.  They identified an aggressive, ideological Soviet Union as the sole instigator of Cold War tensions. 

· The ‘Revisionists’ (Revised View) on the other hand, emphasized the dual responsibility of the United States and the Soviet Union.  They described American foreign policy as a search for global economic hegemony.  Both countries hence had to share the blame for the Cold War.  

· The opening of the archives (public records) in Russia, Eastern Europe and China has resulted in a flood of publications.  A growing number of historians did not agree with the bipolar interpretation of the origins of the Cold War.  This was the ‘Post-Revisionist’ view. They argue that the world was not really bipolar (Russia versus America), it was multipolar from the mid-1950s.  Hence  the Cold War must be understood in the context of the social, economic, and political history of Europe as well as in terms of Soviet-American rivalry.  Circumstances within Europe affected the options and tactics available to US and Soviet policy-makers.  In turn, US and Soviet actions helped shape the outcome of many of Europe’s internal struggles.  

American Foreign Policy and its Impact on the Development of the Cold War

· How did the American foreign policy impact on the Cold War?   Traditionally, America regarded the ‘old world’, Europe as a place saddled with all kinds of political bickering which it preferred to avoid at all cost.  Hence it adopted a policy of ‘isolationism’ prior to the First and Second World wars.  After the Second World War, it decided to end isolationism because American leaders hoped to see a set of universal values established on a global basis.  These were : non-discriminatory trade, the end of power political arrangements, the removal of imperial trade blocs and the political values of self-determination and democratic government.  They were seen as necessary for the preservation of peace, the successful development of American capitalism and the maintenance of its national prosperity.

· Apart from defending democracy, the US wanted to prevent the spread of Communism internationally.  President Franklin Roosevelt believed that the United States, because of its immense military power and economic strength had to play a major role in building the post-World War II international system.  To establish peace internationally, the United States had to be extensively involved in multilateral international organizations.

·  "The free peoples of the world look to us for support in maintaining their freedoms," President Harry Truman said in his March 12, 1947, speech before Congress (later the speech became known as the Truman Doctrine speech) Truman believed that the United States had no choice but to support and aid foreign nations which desired political freedom as defined by the United States. 

· In 1960, Eisenhower postulated that U.S. foreign policy objectives should be "to extend the areas of freedom through​out the world" and "help build a world in which every human being shall be free to develop his capacities to the fullest." Throughout the Cold War period, American presidents emphasized realism over idealism in their foreign policies. Military might and eco​nomic strength, of pragmatic necessity, took precedence over morality and ideals. In the post World War Two period, US stressed involvement over isolation as their foreign policy.  
· Multilateralism was emphasized during the Cold War over unilateralism. During the Cold War, American involvement in alliances, international institutions, and other international cooperative ventures reached unprecedented levels.  The American presidents utilized the “sovereign American right” to act unilaterally when American national interests were at stake.

Reasons why the West feared Russia and communism

· The genesis of the Orthodox View came in the wake of the success of the 1917 Russian Revolution, Lenin endorsed the Marxist theory of inevitable conflict with capitalism until ‘ultimately one or the other must conquer.’  Lenin’s theory alarmed the Western nations.  When Russia established the Comintern to promote communist world-wide, it heightened tension and opposition to Communist Russia. The Soviet Union’s  Marxist ideology challenged at an ideological level the concepts of liberalism and capitalism that formed the basis of Western society and government.

· The West frowned on the repressive nature of Lenin and Stalin’s dictatorship.  The increasing military power of Russia under Stalin’s leadership was seen as a threat to the West and the USA.  
· Evidence seemed to point to the ‘guilt’ of the Soviet Union, in the way Russia got involved in the Spanish Civil War from 1936,  her dismemberment of Poland in 1939 and Soviet invasion of Finland in 1940.  All these show the hostile intention of Stalin.  The western powers concluded that Stalin was biding his time, looking for opportunities to exploit and would ultimately seek a world-wide communist revolution.  

· By 1945, Stalin had annexed the Baltic States, pushed Poland’s borders westwards and refused to withdraw from Eastern Europe until pro-Soviet governments were appointed rather than elected.

· In Feb 1946, Kennan, diplomat in the US embassy in Riga expressed his fears of the Soviet Union in his ‘Long Telegram’.  It identified the Bolsheviks as ‘the last of that long succession of cruel and wasteful Russian rulers who have relentlessly forced their country on to ever new heights of military power’ Seen from this context the Cold War was inevitable. The West had to oppose the SU for its own survival.  

· The Orthodox View dominated in the 1940s- 60s.  The Soviet Union was seen as a hostile expansionist power which wanted to dominate Western policy.  American diplomats who abided by this view were leaders such s  W. Averell Harriman and George F. Kennan. Daniel Yergin identified the SU as a hostile expansionist power in the ‘Riga Axiom’.  Roosevelt was criticized for being too trusting of the Russians.  Feis argued that, the West should have risked a break with Stalin at Yalta rather than accept Soviet demands.  This view emphasizes that the SU was a threat to world peace.  In April 1950, the National Security Agency of the US   asserted that the aim of SU was to have ‘absolute authority over the rest of the world’.

‘Orthodox’ or Traditionalist View of the Cold War

· Traditionalists assert that the United States gener​ally adhered to an isolationist stand following the Second World War.  The American forces had demobilized and withdrew from Europe.  The American support in the creation of the United Nations and the establishment of a stable international economic system was further proof that the United States had only peaceful intentions.  The Cold War hence was not the fault of the United States.  Rather it was the Soviet Union and its expansionist policies after World War II which caused the Cold War.  By placing Communist parties in power in Eastern and Central Europe, pressuring Turkey, and refusing to withdraw from Iran, the Soviet Union caused the Cold War.

· The "orthodox" interpretation is best exemplified in the works of scholars as Herbert Feis, John Spanier, and Arthur Schlesinger, Jr..  They viewed the Americans as heroes who managed to frustrate the Soviet design with measures as the Truman Doctrine, the Marshall Plan, NATO, and their containment of military aggression in Korea. 

Revisionist Views

· Revisionists argued that that the United States was the primary cause of the Cold War.  The US was the only country which possessed nuclear weapons; hence it did need a large conventional force to exert its influence and control. With its economic base, the United States could exert its economic strength wherever it desired without relying on conventional military power. Most revisionists assert that the intentions of USA were to exert US. economic influence and expand U.S. political control globally at a distance, much like it had done in Latin America in the early twentieth century.  

· In the 1960s and early 1970s, the ‘revisionist’ historians such as William Appleman saw the United States itself as the source of expansionist tendencies in the postwar world, for the simple reason that capitalism, by its very nature, requires access to markets, investment opportunities, and sources of raw materials. Alternative ways of organizing society were direct challenges and could not be allowed to succeed. 
· Hence historians like Gabriel Kolko, Walter LaFeber, Lloyd Gardner, and Thomas McCormick  argued that the Cold War arose from the efforts of the United States, accompanied by nervous but co-opted allies, to throttle, defang, or if all else failed at least buy out revolutions throughout the world. 

· US ambassador in Moscow in 1937-38, Joseph Davies questioned the wisdom of the Riga Axiom.  (The name derives from the Baltic city of Riga where American diplomats icily watched events in Russia after the 1917 revolution. At this time US diplomats consistently warned of the dangers Soviet communism posed to the survival of capitalism. Therefore, Periods of poor US-Russian relations are given the name "Riga" axiom to reflect the deeper freezes of the Cold War. 
André Fontaine 

· André Fontaine in his History of the Cold War, felt that the United States was as much to blame as the Soviet Union for the hostility that arose in U.S./Soviet relations after 1945. The revisionist view holds that Stalin believed he had negotiated a clear security perimeter in Eastern Europe, with Churchill at least, and that the strong U.S. reactions to his policies there alarmed him into taking countermeasures. The revisionists are for the most part certain that the U.S. atomic bomb played a very large role in scaring Stalin into such actions. Some of them even say the United States dropped the bomb not so much to defeat Japan as to intimidate Russia and that, once the U.S. had the bomb, U.S./Soviet relations were dominated by that fact and by the Soviets’ resulting fear and insecurity. Most of them would say that throughout the subsequent years U.S. policy continued to fall victim to its own mistaken view of the situation, hewing rigidly to long-outdated lines of thinking. Some do not hesitate to add their belief that there is a large group of people on both sides with a vested interest in the cold war and its continuation. 

Joseph Davies
· By 1928, Stalin had abandoned world revolutionary goals as espoused by Lenin and Trotsky.  Instead Stalin favoured ‘socialism on one country.’  The Comintern confined itself largely to propaganda and was eventually disbanded by Stalin in 1943.

· After 1965, the evidence of a defensive SU and the scale of the Vietnam War prompted a reassessment of American policy in 1945-47.  Paterson concluded that American policy ‘assumed a communist monolith that did not exist.’

· The result was a revisionist interpretation of the Cold War now defined the Atlantic Charter of 1941 as an attempt at a Pax Americana that made the Cold War inevitable. Stalin was no longer viewed as expansionist instead he was merely defending the SU against US policies that were designed to undermine communism. The Atlantic Charter was based on Wilsonian aims of a democratic world and ‘open-door’ economics, but such liberal principles were alien to the Soviet system of government and that made conflict inevitable.  

· At the end of WWII, USA had become a virtual super-power.  It aimed to ‘open the markets of the world for the benefit of the USA.  The suspension of Lend-Lease payment to the Soviet Union and reluctance to endorse reparations to compensate the SU for the cost of the war was interpreted as attempts at economic blackmail.  

· Truman used the American nuclear monopoly as a trump card to force Soviet compliance with the Atlantic Charter.  But this only had the effect of increasing tensions and making the Cold War inevitable. 

· Only 3 weeks after Yalta relationships soured when Stalin ordered the arrest and deportation of thousand of Polish intellectuals and democrats to labour camps 

· In April 1945, when Truman met with the SU’s foreign minister, Vyacheslav Molotov, he told the latter to respect the Yalta agreement.  Molotov apparently went ‘white with rage’ because he objected to the way he was received.

· Stalin had misjudged the West’s commitment to democracy and rejected a compromise over Poland that would have allowed the communist ‘Lublin’ Poles and the democratic ‘London Poles’ to form a strictly neutral government, like the Government of Finland.  

· Nevertheless, Roosevelt had been willing to concede Soviet spheres of influence if he could gain Soviet co-operation within the UN and a partnership to police the world.  Although he was an idealist committed to liberalism, he recognised the reality of Soviet power.  

· The death of Roosevelt in April 1945 removed the one person most capable of bridging the divide and broker agreement. 

Post Revisionist view

· Access to official documents led to a flood of post-revisionist studies which attempt to achieve some detachment from the conflict and assess the responsibility of both sides for the tension.  
· The most recent book by the historian John Lewis Gaddis, We Now Know: Rethinking Cold War History, provides a thoughtful synthesis of the early Cold War.  A proponent of "post-revisionism," Gaddis has previously discounted U.S. economic motives, but agreed that the United States shared some of the blame for the Cold War. In We Now Know, Gaddis returns to the original orthodox view.  He concedes that both the United States and the Soviet Union built empires after World War II, but says that they were very different from each other. One was invited by Western European states, the other imposed by force on Eastern European nations.  Gaddis concludes that "as long as Stalin was running the Soviet Union a cold war was unavoidable."  Stalin's foreign policy cannot be separated from his domestic practices or "personal behavior." Stalin fought many cold wars - within his party and country.  Each must be taken into account when discussing his foreign policy. 

· John Lewis Gaddis examined the Soviet archives.  He concluded that the Cold War was the product of ‘authoritarianism in general and Stalin in particular’.  The totalitarian nature of the Soviet occupation of Eastern Europe made the division of Europe inevitable but not a global Cold War. 

· John Lewis Gaddis exposed the inconsistencies in the orthodox and revisionist interpretations of the Cold War. The Cold War was now viewed as a misjudgment of both the Soviet Union and the United States during the wartime negotiations rather than an inevitable conflict.  Stalin had misjudged the nature of Western democracy and the restrictions it placed upon Churchill and Roosevelt to strike deals while Truman and Churchill had misjudged Stalin’s sense of insecurity and need to financial assistance to restore the Soviet Union. 

Critique of Traditionalist Views

A new generation of Cold War historians have criticized earlier interpretations of the Cold War.  The ‘old’ Cold War history they felt was guilty of the following:

i. Americocentrism: Almost all of these accounts approached the Cold War from the perspective of the United States, its allies, or its clients. It failed to pay attention to the legitimate security needs of Russia.
ii. Neglect of ideology:  Cold War histories written in the late 1940s and the early 1950s, paid little attention to the fact that one side of the conflict based its legitimacy upon a Marxist-Leninist authoritarian ideology, while the other espoused an ideological vision grounded in democratic and capitalist values. 
iii.  In 1989 Francis Fukuyama pointed out that the idea of democracy was about to end that conflict altogether, and all of history as well.  Fukuyama was right about the Cold War but wrong about history. 

Critique of Revisionist Views

i. Revisionists failed to lay stress on changes in Russian approaches which led to changes in American policy.  
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