Reading 4: International History 1945-2000 H2 (9731) 

Question:  Who was responsible for ‘ending’ the Cold War?

Role of Reagan 

· The US spent an enormous amount on its armament which the Soviet Union simply could not match. The Reagan administration claimed that USA was vulnerable to a Soviet first strike which would devastate America.  This dubious claim was used to justify the extraordinary expansion of the US arsenal in the early 1980s.  Reagan had a horror of a nuclear war.  He wanted to ensure that no Russian first strike was ever launched against America.  
· Reagan spent $2.2 trillion over eight years and imposed economic sanctions to protest Brezhnev's crackdown on Poland. (Military spending and structural economic problems transformed America from the world's leading creditor in 1981 to its leading debtor by 1985.) 

· The American military began to think it could initiate and win a nuclear war.  Its new weapons were more accurate and could take out Soviet military and political targets with surgical strikes.  

· Reagan was unequivocal about the Soviet Union – it was the ‘evil empire’.   Tensions between the United States and the Soviet Union worsened.

· The concept of linkage was stressed.  For example, in 1981, the Soviet Union was informed that its response to US proposals on Afghanistan and Cambodia would be the litmus test for their relations (to show if the Soviets were sincere in wanting good relations).    Washington wanted the Soviets to retreat from Afghanistan. 

· In the end Reagan was to concur with Gorbachev’s goal of eliminating all nuclear weapons.

Patrick J. Garrity: Reagan and the Cold War: On Principle, vol. X, no. 6

· Reagan had "a plan and a hope for the long term—the march of freedom and democracy which will leave Marxism-Leninism on the ash-heap of history as it has left other tyrannies which stifle the freedom and muzzle the self-expression of the people." 

· Peter Schweizer’s view was that Reagan had comprehensive vision for dealing with the Soviet Union and ending the Cold War. 

· Reagan’s approach and philosophy in life helped in achieved rapprochement with the Russians. Although he hated the tyranny and oppression of Marxism-Leninism but he also had a positive and optimistic view of humanity.

· What struck Reagan about Communism was its weakness. Communists ruled by fear and intimidation. He believed that policies of peaceful coexistence of passively containing the Soviet Union would be disastrous. 

· Reagan managed to turn the tables on Moscow by advocating an all-out fight against Communism throughout the world.

· The key here was not military action but the Soviet economy. Marxism was supposed to be able to produce economic plenty (and thereby, social justice). But that did not materialise in Russia or any of her satellite countries.  The new generation of youths who had accessed to news and cultures of the developed West became increasingly dissatisfied with their lack of development in their own societies. 

· Reagan confronted the Soviet Union with various forms of economic pressure –American military spending; threats to the security of the Soviet empire (especially in Eastern Europe and Afghanistan) through direct and indirect American support to resistance movements; losses of foreign currency that the Soviets had expected from sales of oil and natural gas; and a cutoff of Western aid and technology. 

· Reagan understood that there had to be fundamental change in the Soviet system or there would be no end to CW.  His strategy of economic warfare was designed to force such a change to bring about a new generation of Soviet leaders who would finally recognize the bankruptcy of communist ideology.

· The Soviets had gradually come to understand the importance of freedom

Ease of Tension between US and Soviet Union 
· The tension between the two super-powers eased when Mikhail Gorbachev assumed power in Moscow (1985).  Gorbachev realized that the Soviet economy was collapsing.  Hence he made major concessions (to the US) in the areas of conventional forces, nuclear weapons and internal controls (e.g., concerning emigration).  The reforms made for better relations and Reagan agreed to a number of arms and economic agreements. 

· The Russians were alarmed about the deployment of American Pershing II and Cruise missiles, whose accuracy and speed made them extremely difficult to counter.  
· It would be better to make use of the on-going peace movement in Europe to better their relations with the Americans.  During the 1980s the west European states were against the placing of nuclear weapons in their territories.  They preferred that the US and the USSR reach an agreement so that the deployment of nuclear weapons would not be necessary.  If the Soviets removed their SS-4s, SS-5s, etc, there would be no need for Pershing II and Cruise missiles in Europe.  This seemed to be a good tactic to take for the two powers to reach an agreement. 

· Soon enough the Americans began discussing an intermediate-range nuclear force (INF) agreement in Geneva.  Congress instructed the President to resume the SALT talks, renamed the strategic arms reduction talks (START).  

· However, relations turned sour when martial law was proclaimed in Poland in 1981.  The USA announced economic sanctions.

· In 1989 Gorbachev pulled stalemated Soviet forces from Afghanistan and announced that "the postwar period is over." In response, George Bush administration in Washington agreed that the world had "clearly outgrown" the post-1945 superpower "clash", signaling that it was time to move towards peace.

· In reality, both powers had begun losing control of the international arena in the late 1950s and, especially, the 1970s. Their competition in newly emerging areas wound down after both suffered disasters.

Decline of ‘ideological struggle’

· Gorbachev’s reforms, ‘Perestroika’ , a new policy of reform and openness played an important role.  The ideological struggle lessened as Gorbachev supported reforms through perestroika (economic restructuring), glasnost (openness), and a degree of democracy within the communist bloc. 
· By 1990, Europe, long divided between Warsaw Pact and nato alliances, became fragmented and unpredictable. 
· In the East, Gorbachev's policies and the communists' economic failures resulted in the sudden overthrow of communist regimes in Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Romania, and East Germany. 
· Fractured by rising nationalist and ethnic demands, Europe began to spin out of the superpowers' orbits.  At the end of 45 years of costly Cold War, the world was now one that neither Russians nor Americans could control.

More views on “End of the Cold War”

David E. Hoffman

· President Reagan played an important role.  He accelerated the end of the Cold War. 

· Mainly due to the Soviet economic and political system from late 1970s to early 1980s

· Most importantly due to ascension of Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev to power.  He opened the floodgates of change in Russia.  

· Soviets’ inability to match American technology in terms of costs.  In the years before and during the Reagan presidency, underwent a revolution in high technology that the Soviets could not match. 

· The Soviet system came under tremendous pressure from Reagan's defense buildup and deployment of medium-range missiles in Europe.

· The Soviet army was bled dry by having to fight a long war of attrition with the CIA backed muhajidin forces in Afghanistan

· Soviet Union could find no answer to Reagan's proposed missile defense system, the Strategic Defense Initiative. They could not afford it in the first place.

· Regan challenged Soviet regional power in several conflicts from Nicaragua to Angola.  

Explanatory Notes

· Reagan had known of the immense economic problems in the Soviet Union. 

· Gorbachev's swift ascension on March 11, 1985, was a critical factor in ending the Cold War. Gorbachev’s appointment had resulted from the worry of the Politburo about Russia’s economic stagnation, especially in comparison to the West. 

· The Soviets realized that they lagged far behind the USA in terms of military capability.  The Soviets did not have a single scientific supercomputer, their technology lagged the United States by 10 years and that the best Soviet scientific computers were slower than their Western counterparts by a factor of 20. 

· Nuclear Arms Reduction efforts between the USA and USSR brought them closer to ending the Cold War.  In 1984, Reagan began to reach out to Moscow in 1984.  Events accelerated when Gorbachev took office. In 1986, Reagan and Gorbachev met at a summit in Reykjavik, Iceland.  They discussed eliminating all nuclear weapons. 

· Although the goal eluded them because Reagan refused to slow research on the ballistic missile defense system, but the summit paved the way for the 1987 treaty on intermediate-range nuclear force missiles.  Later a treaty that limited strategic arms followed. 

· In 1991, the Soviet Union collapsed – due to the Chernobyl disaster, rebellion in the Baltic republics and the rising expectations of consumers in a socialist system.
Shawn Nottage: Reagan ended Cold War, not Gorbachev
· Most liberals insist Gorbachev was the sole reason for the end of the Cold War. Less informed liberals ignore chronological order by stating positive economic reform is what turned the Soviet Union away from the Cold War. According to them, Perestroika somehow eased the boiling tensions between the United States and Russia. 
· Others would say that the Cold War ended because of economic collapse in Russia. The revisionist historians’ view is that when Reagan entered the oval office, the Soviet Union was already deteriorating. In reality, the USSR was more powerful than ever in 1980. Their conventional arms outnumbered America's by a 3 to 1 ratio. 
· Reagan's bellicose nature scared the Soviet Union, and it was the right medicine for the right problem. 
· The American militaristic buildup steps fulfilled its objective, it made the Soviets feel threatened.
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/articles/A19040-2004Jun5.html
Fred Kaplan:  Ron and Mikhail’s Excellent Adventure (how Reagan won the Cold War )

· Yes, no doubt about it.  Ronald Reagan did it.  He did it through hostile rhetoric and a massive arms buildup, which the Soviets could not match

· Reagan the well-known superhawk and Reagan the lesser-known nuclear abolitionist are both responsible for the end of that era—along with his vital collaborator Mikhail Gorbachev.

· The Gorbachev factor - too often overlooked, was crucial. (Elaborate, using examples given above)

· The Soviet system was dysfunctional; its empire was collapsing; the cupboard was bare. And Reagan's surging military budgets, without question, brought this internal crisis to a head.

· Gorbachev had no choice but to offer a 50% reduction in nuclear arsenals at the summit meeting in Reykjavik, or else the pressures of arms spending on the Soviet economy would be untenable. 

· “We will be pulled into an arms race that is beyond our capabilities, and we will lose it because we are at the limit of our capabilities. … If the new round [of an arms race] begins, the pressures on our economy will be unbelievable.” The Soviets worried about the new American Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI) although it was thought to be just Science fiction. Reagan's vision of SDI—a shield that would render nuclear weapons obsolete—was scientifically preposterous but, by all accounts, genuine. 

· Gorbachev knew that the Americans were using the SDI to put pressure on them, to “exhaust” them.  Certainly Russians were a little afraid of the SDI.

· The April '86 Chernobyl disaster made Gorbachev realize that the ultimate enemy may be nukes themselves. 

· In fact Reagan viewed nukes the same way. Reagan was terribly, deeply opposed to nuclear weapons—he thought they were immoral."

· At the US/Soviet summit of October 1986 in Reykjavik, Reagan went far beyond Gorbachev's proposal of a 50 percent strategic-arms cut. He suggested that the two sides get rid of nuclear weapons altogether and jointly build an SDI system to guard against a nuclear revival. 

· The Reykjavik talks finally fizzled. However, Gorbachev was now convinced that Reagan had no intention of launching a first strike against the Soviet Union.  He thus has the confidence to continue with perestroika in Russia.

· Perestroika involved not just economic reforms but massive defense cuts and a transformation of international relations as well.  

· Reagan on his part too proposed extravagant measures in arms reductions. His hawkish aides were convinced that the Soviets would reject them. But to everyone’s surprise Gorbachev accepted them. 

· In the end both Reagan and Gorbachev complimented each other. Gorbachev needed to move swiftly if his reforms were to take hold. Reagan exerted the pressure that forced him to move swiftly and offered the rewards that made his foes in the Politburo think the cutbacks might be worth it.

http://slate.msn.com/id/2102081/

The Soviets’ view
· Reagan did not play that important a role.  In fact he benefited from Gorbachev’s reforms.  Reagan’s threats and military pressure only retarded Gorbachev’s plans and made the peaceful transformation of the Soviet Union impossible.

· The Soviet Union would have achieved the Communist great aim: democratic socialism with a human face if not for the obstacles placed by Reagan.

· It was because of Reagan and his ill-informed polices that the Soviet Union disintegrated into a hodgepodge of unstable states.

· However Reagan did pressure Moscow, almost bringing about a nuclear war with the Soviets in the early 1980s.

· In any event, the world was fortunate that the Soviets chose not to fight. As Reagan correctly estimated, they lacked the stomach for war. 

View of the American foreign policy establishment

· It had a different explanation for the end of the Cold War.  

· It was all due to containment of the Soviet Union which finally worked. 

· Containment was practiced resolutely by successive presidential administrations, Republican and Democrat. 

· The United States won the Cold War because it outlasted the Soviet Union through a battle of attrition, not because of any brilliant strategic maneuvers. 

· Reagan played an important role in this process, but he was merely standing on the shoulders of giants beginning with Truman, Marshall, and Acheson. 

· In truth, America did stay the course. It was due to active American foreign policy throughout the Cold War.

· The NSC-68, the national security policy document played an important role. It had a strong offensive thrust. 

· Even the Carter administration made its contribution.  During Carter’s Presidency, key officials in the Department of Defense conceived of an "offset strategy" that would match American technological strengths against Soviet weaknesses.  This drove up the cost of defense for the Kremlin. 

· Ronald Reagan inherited this strategy and he went further. Although the American foreign policy establishment resisted many of Reagan’s initiatives as too risky, Reagan persevered.  He never lost sight of the prize i.e. to end the Cold War.

· In the end Reagan was proven correct. A

http://www.ashbrook.org/publicat/onprin/v10n6/garrity.html
WILLIAM BLUM : The Myth of the Gipper: Reagan Didn't End the Cold War
· The Cold War ended mainly due to the failings of Soviet totalitarianism.  In comparison the economy and politics of the West were more appealing the masses in the Soviet controlled satellite states and in the Soviet Union itself.

· Gorbachev and Russia were ready for changes in Soviet policy regardless of whether the American president was Reagan, or Kennedy, or someone even more liberal. 

· The people wanted reforms.  In fact the movement for reforms in Russia had been developing steadily since the death of Stalin. These changes did not emerge because of foreign pressure.  In fact, the mi
litary buildup in the Reagan years only served to impede this development. Even George F. Kennan, the former US ambassador to the Soviet Union agreed.

· It is unlikely that the United States administration had the power to influence decisively the course of a tremendous domestic political upheaval in another great country – that notion is simply childish. In fact the extreme militarization of American policy only strengthened hard-liners in the Soviet Union.

· The Soviets were aware that their military spending was enormous and they had to reduce it.

· From the late 1940s to around the mid-1960s the Americans had tried so hard to instigate the downfall of the Soviet government.

· They organized hundreds of Russian exiles, trained them, equipped them and then sneaked them back into Russia to stir up armed political struggle, and to carry out acts of assassination and sabotage.

· The result of all these efforts was dismal.  The Soviet Union intervened in Berlin, Cuba, Hungary and Czechoslovakia, created the Warsaw Pact.

· Finally it turned out that the Russians were human after all -- they responded to toughness with toughness. Many years of amicable US-Soviet relations had finally brought about a thawing of relations between the two.

· If there's anyone to attribute the changes in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe to, both the beneficial ones and those questionable, it is of course Mikhail Gorbachev and the activists he inspired. 

· Do remember that Reagan was in office for over four years before Gorbachev came to power, and Thatcher for six years, but in that period of time nothing of any significance in the way of Soviet reform took place despite Reagan's and Thatcher's unremitting malice toward the communist state. 

· So the main role of ending the CW belongs to Gorbachev.
Andras Wenger and Doron Zimmermann

· In Feb 1985, Gorbachev told a bewildered Central Committee and the Politburo that the Soviet Union was in need of serious reforms.  Gorbachev realized the pressing need for reforms at home.  The Soviet Union had to tackle an escalating domestic economic crisis.  The prerequisite for any solution was the abandonment of Brezhnev’s global which had led to an enormous strain on the Soviet economy

· Perestroika was the byword for revolutionary change in the Soviet Union as envisaged by Gorbachev. He knew that sustainable reform of the Soviet economy would be impossible without reforming Soviet rule.  Glasnost (transparency and open dialogue among the public about problems in the Soviet Union) would complement perestroika.

· The first hurdle appeared in 1986 in the Chernobyl meltdown.  Gorbachev rose to the task and revealed the extent of the catastrophe.  The incident served Gorbachev to ride the party of conservative elements that sought to undermine perestroika.  

· The political reality of the Soviet Union did not permit him much leeway for his plan of gradually implementing perestroika.  What ensued was polarization over his reforms.  Ligachev headed the conservatives in a bid to mitigate the impact of perestroika and to oppose glasnost.  Gorbachev also faced radical reformers under the leadership of Boris Yeltsin.  To this group, Gorbachev’s handling of the reforms was neither effective nor far-reaching enough to be of any use in finding a solution for S. U’s ailments. 

· The polarization within the Communist Party escalated in October 1987 when Yeltsin decided to resign from the Politburo.  Gorbachev was thus placed in an impossible position but to demote him.  Although Yeltsin disappeared from the political stage for a number of years, his return brought the Soviet Union crashing down. 
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