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· Last week- events from perspective of Washington. Today: perspective from Moscow. 
· Leanoid ilich Brezhnev- Khrushchev removed rom power. Leader of this party (he was actually brought into leadership by Khrushchev himself. 
· Second most influential member: Aleksei Nikolaevich Kosygin. His role: to read administration. 
· Warsaw pact- pact of mutual military defense. Includes all satellite states. Also included for a while state of Albania. They had their own communist revolution at the end of WWII. 1962 Albania severed its relation with Moscow. Albania’s leader decided Mao was a real revolutionary in comparison to those in Moscow. 
· Mongolia was also a member. The pact didn’t have a very good assessment from the side of the Chinese
· China distancing itself from union in 1960s
· Remember Khrushchev had cut off economic and technical aid to china
· Now Mao had become more critical of soviets- accused them of betraying his own revolution and sympathizing with the capitalists
· Negotiation attempts with US to stop nuclear production, stock piles, etc. Mao convinced that all these initiatives are directed towards him (SU trying to keep them in a dependant position and halting their revolution)
· Mao- there will still be a large population if nuclear weapons are used
· In Moscow/Washington/around the world- alarmed
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Mao- in addition- through 1950s/60s launches programs to make china a more revolutionary state and to revolutionize the culture and the people. Drastic- 1960’s the Cultural Revolution. One feature: the distribution of Mao’s own writings.  Citizens expected to read them for answers to problems in life.  Revolution designed to promote economic development by doing away with the bourgeoisie influences in china. These influences were manifest in education. Mao believed there should be a levelling and discredit advantages/privileges
· Unknown how many deaths during this campaign
· Results also: A period of upsurge and also enormous disruption
· 1969/70 it looked like the countries were going to go to war with each other
· This creates an opportunity in Washington (next lecture)
· Soviet point of view: this cultural revolution is threatening, because china is telling communists in other countries that they shouldn’t listen to the Russian because they had lost the revolutionary experience, and should instead look at china for leadership.
· Vietnam: during 1960s the leadership communist party was looking more at china vs. Russia. Washington didn’t know this- figured if they made relationship with Moscow that they’d be able to extricate themselves from Vietnam. 
· President Nasser of Egypt
· 1967- Israel in state of undeclared war with areas around it, particularly Egypt. Remember Egypt was invaded before by Israel. 
· Arab refuges were living in Egypt, Syria, Lebanon
· Nasser- built his country on forces. In 67- more hostile towards Israel. Demanded that UN peacekeepers be removed (so there is no one dividing his forces from the Israeli). 
· No one but Arab nations wanted to see Israel eradicated from the map
· Israeli unsure of weather this is a bluff. Super powers were alarmed= global crisis if these 2 go to war. 
· Premier Kosygin to Nasser: didn’t want to be blamed for war and would not support
· Israel decide to strike first- air attack on Egyptian air forces and disable them. They then move into Sinai peninsula and inflict damage on Syria. Israeli foreign minister in Washington when strike takes place.
· Brezhnev- said something different behind the scenes. A) starts out believing Egyptian and Syrians have a military advantage. B) doesn’t turn out this way. He and other policy makers have to decide what went wrong. 
· 1967 Kosygin visits UN. Meeting with US president. Tone of discussion is warm and friendly.  Message to Russians: hopefully will keep out of matter, because it would be serious. Reaching out to the soviets- can’t we do better? 
· Came out with a general feeling of good will. On soviet side- also sense that things might be getting better in relation to the west. 
· Confidence in their own economic achievements (soviets). Their economic growth was still amongst the highest in the world. Felt economically, politically, morally, that US was falling behind. 
· Uncertainty though in terms of Czechoslovakia. Ruled Stalinists. These guys have gone too far, atmosphere was repressive and economy was stagnant. 1988/67 changes in Czech leadership and policies. Alexander Dubcek became leader. He was not really a reformer. No past records as favouring any great changes in way country was ruled, but also not Stalinists. Chosen to lead them in a modern direction. As soon as repression and censorship began to be relaxed, the populations began wishing for more (unfortunate for soviet union).
· Zdenek Mlynar- had a Russian roommate in university, with whom he discussed how socialism should be ruled.  (Missed some more notes on him, he has a quote)
· People of the universe- a political rock band. Produced songs critical of communist regime.  Fears that the youth was going to start copying them and demanding freedom/way of life that was inconsistent with the one socialists were trying to come up with. Czechoslovakia went through a period where writers started publishing work previously hidden, western style, etc. josef Skvorecky- a professional writer who had produced a novel about his own youth following WWII. The country started to loosen up.
· Moscow increasingly concerned. 
· 1968/9 demonstrations in Poland over rise in prices over consumer goods. Edward Gierek- 1970. Made promises to improve their standard of living. Unfortunately, polish economy was not roaring a head with great success. The polish state didn’t have a budget to provided quality consumer goods. Had to borrow money from abroad to do this, and worked for a few years. Eventually by later 1970’s Gierek also had to put prices up or wages down. When he did, organized labour oppositions emerged. 
· East European sector- consumer goods could be summarized in this:
· Like east German automobile (Trabant) 1967 (not very good)
· East Germans, poles, Hungarians- were trying to give socialism a higher standard of living
· Hungarians most successful at this
· System appeared to be getting better, but also half successful imitation of what was happening in the west, where economic productivity was booming
· Also in terms of the Warsaw pact countries- in response to Czechoslovakia- Poland and Romania- expressed doubts in what was going on. There wasn’t a revolution going on there. Leader of Romania: Nivolae Ceaussescu- a Stalinist
· Demonstrations in Poland were violent and bloody
· Brezhnev doctrine- other socialist countries should be able to intervene when threatened by hostile forces to socialism try to turn the development of some socialist country towards capitalism
· There was a treaty 1972 between US and soviet union
· SALT- arms limitation
· 
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