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“New Leaders, New Challenges”

Today discussing early 1950s up to 1956
· 1953- change of leadership in Moscow and Washington
· Soviet change was dramatic
· Stalin was a very careful planner, manipulator, plotter, and a master of detail. Also very suspicious of almost everyone, including his closest advisors. He became more worried near the end that some may turn against him. 
· So he would ask advice from people in his circles instead of stating his opinions
· It gave him ammunition against these people who were around him, which he could use against them later
· He would also keep notes on their private lives and past deeds
· He made sure to control the people around him and also made sure they would never group together and attempt to control him
· They lived in fear. Last years of his life everyone was afraid there was a purge coming and their head might be “on the block”
· There were false confessions
· After 1948/49, seems like Stalin was grooming a young generation
· The scale of killing in his last years were less than in the 1930’s, but there still was enough purging going on. 
· The very last year: rulers started to go out with a conspiracy that was uncovered with the doctors that were treating the leaders of the communist party. All the doctors were Jewish. A number of doctors were arrested and there were some coerced confessions. 
· Coming down to March 1953, much worry over what might happen
· Upon finding Stalin laying on the floor, they postponed bringing medical attention to him
· All incriminating files on his desk were immediately destroyed after he dies
· Stalin as a strategic leader who had a clear vision of the world 
· Features of this outlook:
· Sense that capitalist world was constantly encircling and only biding its time. All capitalist countries will eventually pounce on Soviet Union. Also, Nazis were only another capitalist power that also plotted against the other capitalist powers.  Capitalism was self-destroying and the capitalist powers would eventually go to war against each other. 
· Following his death, they try rule by committee
· Georgii Malinkov, Lavrentii Beria, Nikita Khrushchev
· More members: 5-6 who tried to figure out where to go from here.
· All agreed they could not keep going in Stalin’s direction. There had been too much concentration on power and buildup, and the country was not in a good economic state. Public health, education, food services, needed more attention.
· There was also a large population that was arrested and now working in labour camps.
· They wanted to open gates of prison camps and allow people to return to way of life and try to address socio-economic issues. They also wanted to put military priority lower on the list. 
· They also look around Eastern Europe and satellite states- over last 3/4 years they had gone under harder communist regimes (nationalizing property, collectivizing agriculture, etc.) not working very well.
· They send message to them to loosen up
· Particularly focus on Germany- Walter Ulbricht
· Germany important because it was the key to balance all forces in Europe
· They wanted a neutral Germany. They were worried about western Germany being helped by the states and becoming stronger than the east. 
· Tell them they need to provide more consumer goods and loosen up
· There were some minor riots in Germany- which demonstrated how dangerous some liberalization might be
· Decide Lavrentiy Beria needs to go, as he also had control over the secret police (a powerful tool)
· They have a meeting to which he is called to on short notice. They tell him they had decided to remove him from power. Beria is searched, arrested, and taken to jail. 
· He becomes the last one to be shot as a means to get rid of a leader
· Armistice in Korea
· They put together a slogan- the “peaceful coexistence”
· They want a new beginning and wish to compete without going to war with each other
· 1954 sign treaty to create a neutral independent state in Europe (Austria)
· Eisenhower in contrast to McCarthur- not much of an ego-tripped
· Man with little political ties
· Rumors went around that democrats would nominate him as candidate
· Republicans- as a party were a kind of coalition that included some wall street conservatives who wanted to protect interest of American business, but also small-towns who wanted to spend less money and passionately anti-communist
· One member- (Robert) didn’t think it was necessary to be involved in Europe so much, as many seemed to be turning socialistic (nationalizing of health care, education, etc. in Britain) So he and others, didn’t see much reason for the US to be playing such an international role.
· Through the primary campaign- the more internationally minded campaigners recognized that in the bigger picture individuals with thoughts against US being in Europe won’t get much support
· Eisenhaur- tries to reflect concerns of members so he could get support from smaller governments and also a campaign to crack down on the communists
· Early 1950’s period where investigative committees went through universities and school affiliations, and questioned their past affiliations to determine if they were communists
· Suspicion in the US
· Eisenhower played to this
· McCarthy: began making accusations against policy makes (such as the secretary of state), made a list
· Eisenhower as president was facing what might be some new opportunities from soviet side. Turned to John Foster Dulles (strategically very conservative and had lots of international background)
· Dulles’ observations:
· The old colonial order around the world, especially in Africa and Asia, was not viable any longer. The US should not support countries like Britain and France if they attempted to maintain their colonial empires. These places were at risk. British and French imperialism was alienating populations of those countries, and the US should pressure Britain and France, and other countries, to liberate the colonial peoples 
· Eisenhower recognized this issue as well. Too bad these countries hate us (Egypt, Iran, Vietnam)- his response
· What to do with the Russians?
· Allen Dulles (brother, director of CIA)
· Thinks maybe they would welcome a way out of it, if US offers them something
· John Dulles thinks Russia should put something on the table first
· Eisenhower was ready to reach out to Russians. Was there really a peace opportunity on the table? Not necessarily an alliance, but a slowing down. At this time in other countries Winston Churchill as PM of England tells him he should try this. 
· Eisenhower administration responds to this by aiming to increase military strength. We’re going to have to continue how we’ve been- which is building military alliances against the communist debate
· Around the world: Eisenhower’s administration wonders what will happen if one more country goes communist and results to a domino effect in Asia
· Although they want to reduce their profile around the world, they also want to prevent the spread of communism

Atomic Bombs
· Watched “Duck and Cover” video on YouTube
· A state of fear- one of the reasons the two sides weren’t’ moving closer together 
· Two prominent figures that come into this discussion
· 1) Robert Oppenhaimer- the creator of the US atomic bomb
· As early as 1945 worries this is too dangerous
· By early 1950’s he expresses his doubts about the development of the hydrogen bomb as a suppressive to the atomic bomb, and about the growth of the US arsenal
· Decided that he cannot be trusted any longer and take away his security clearance and he is no longer welcome in the governmental services 
· He was not severely punished, but no more say in the government policies
· 2) Andrei Sakharov- creator of the Soviet hydrogen bomb
· A parallel figure to Robert
· 1955 went to central Asia when they tested the bomb: tells story
· There was a celebration for this achievement. He describes how he made a toast to the generals and scientists, “lets hope that our science works but we never have to use it” (because of the vast destructive power). As he spoke this, everyone was silent as if he said something inappropriate and a general stood up and told a dirty joke, which rejected what he was trying to say. Basically expressed- you nuclear scientists do your jobs and give the work to us and we’ll figure what needs to be done. 
· By 1960’s he was removed from his official posts because he was stepping out of line; he became a campaigner for human rights. Later he took more critical positions with relation to what the government was going.
· He was also placed on house arrest, not released until 1980s 
· Both scientists expressed doubts and were squashed, as the governments in both cases determined to go in a different direction from their views
· There were issues over nuclear testing, unknown how many tests soviets carried out
· Both sides tested these devices above ground for a while, despite doubts and fears these devices were giving rise to a nuclear exchange that would bring the end of the world.
· Also a fear: what is happening from the testing?
· Clouds of particles being spread by winds
· Physicist began finding traces of some of the elements
· Nobody knew how much harm this would cause to future generations
· Alone with fear of accidental destruction and unwanted side effects of poisoning- if we don’t have these weapons we will be sunk by the other side
· A number of episodes in which leaders of both countries threaten to use these weapons
· 1954 Eisenhaur in relation to Vietnam raises question whether to use nuclear weapons and speaks with European leaders (decides against it)
· 1956 Nikita Kruschev- responds to war that broke out, tells France and Israel this threat (unknown whether he even had it)


Flash points of the early 1950s and ways specific powers behaved (mostly US side)

Iran: in a strategic position and had a lot of oil
· 1952- Leader was ____
· Placed on throne by British and Soviets
· Ruled over country with an elected parliament
· 1952- Prime minister Mohammed Mosaddeq- a nationalist
· Over a long period, Iran was thinking about changing the oil trade to profit more (a plan even before him, but Britain rejected any changes)
· 1952 he nationalized the oil fields
· British government placed a boycott to Iranian oil- “if you wont sell to us we will make sure you don’t sell to anyone else”
· All other international oil countries joined this 
· So there was a cutback in Iranian oil economy
· US not very sympathetic to British side in this dispute
· Dean Acheson thinks British should be collaborating and there is sense in Iran’s demand
· Us later decides it is time to intervene
· (Past) 1950 national security council put forward the NSC-68 policy document
· Feature of this policy: covert action
· But is Mosaddeq a communist? And doing such acts mentioned in this document? His relations were not very close with communism and more distant from the Soviet Union.
· Truman administration decide he does pose a threat to US
· Send a team of CIA in 
· Provide $ to other members parliament to vote against him
· Spread rumors that he is a homosexual
· Create a series of incidents by buying mobs to suggest that civil unrest is going to erupt if Mosaddeq stays in office (get mobs to burn down a mosque, the civil community is outraged and blames the communists, and argue a stronger hand is needed)
· CIA also cultivates leaders in the army, to find right kind of people to stage a _____  
· In the end, Mosaddeq is placed under house arrest
· Result: Iranian state become more of an authoritarian state and a strong ally of the US
· In 2000 this was declared a mistake by the US because they made themselves an object of resentment later, although a covert act, it was internationally obvious that they interfered
· When boycott was introduced, oil fields in Arabia stepped up their production. There was no drop in price or amounts. Was the intervention to get rid of Mosaddeq necessary? Also no evidence of him being a communist: no apparent of his collaboration with Soviet Union. Was this a misguided intervention? 
· But: Looking at map you can see the geopolitics of it. If they were worried about Iran being a vulnerable country and did not want it to be weak with a strong northern neighbor, then the object of intervention looks different. If they came under Soviet influence, they would become a route to the Persian belt. 
· Iran by declaring itself independent may have become weak and vulnerable
· There can be several arguments made here.

Guatemala- Jacob Arbenz
· Some of the same factors
· An elected government
· Arbenz- nationalistically reformist government
· As a social democratic, coming to power and trying to make life better for the other 90%
· Mostly peasants with no land to live on
· He proposes to nationalize agricultural land which is not currently being used, but which belonged to the United Fruit Company
· He would not seize it but buy it out
· With this change in the tenure of land, government will be able to offer small parcels to peasants and provide better services such as health and education
· A socialism comparable to Britain in 1940s
· As in Iran, there is a communist party, also very small and little influence
· Washington becomes convinced that Arbenz is dangerous and a potential communist
· CIA brought in to remove him and succeeds
· In this case- a group of military people who were trained outside of country and smuggled in- they created underground newspapers, radio stations, and delivered threats to Arbenz’s supporters. 
· Arbenz resigns and leaves the country
· Result: Guatemala has a succession of military rulers following this and country runs as it did before
· Again, Washington acted in name of against communism

Egypt
· Significant to world of economy because of Sous Canal
· Under British influence
· Ruled by King Farouk until 1952, a weak international figure
· Col. Gamal Adbel Nasser- a nationalist and a Pan-Arabist
· Wants to transform country 
· US doesn’t try to support Britain, instead initiate conversations with Nasser and inform him that US aid might be available (a private document)
· They suggest that he is not such a dangerous figure and can be kept under control
· Interested in his plan to build a dam across the Nile to create irrigation and electricity
· So they try to create friendly relations, even through this major capital project which he is creating
· Nasser thinks he can get a better deal with the Soviets
· In the end John Dulles decides he is not a benign figure, they can refuse to assist him
· Nasser then told there won’t be any aid for the Aswan Dam

Vietnam
· As a colonial struggle where Americans were very unsympathetic to the French
· 1950- US recognize government in Vietnam led by Bao Dai
· Also a weak figure
· US worried about the French and way they were refusing to acknowledge their independence
· Viewed France as trying to maintain an old fashioned type of colonialism
· Can they promote a government in Vietnam that is neither colonial nor communist?
· French deeply embroiled in civil war against communist administration
· Decide to invest in battle at Dienbienphu
· Bad choice: turns out where communist forces can log artillery shells down into fortresses and prevent landing of planes
· Siege lasts for several months
· Eisenhower and Dulles convinced that French should not be allowed to be defeated
· 1954 Eisenhower goes to other party of his own country- informs they are planning on sending bombers to Vietnam and possibly an atomic bomb. Response: yes if you can get international support- who respond No. 
· Peace conference, China, Soviet Union, India, Poland, more…
· Reach a partial solution: recognize that there are two governments in Vietnam (Communists in north and non-communist in south)
· Will there will be following elections to try to unify them 2 years from now (verify time given)
· US attitude: there has to be an alternative and they refuse to sign, and so does Vietnam 
· US tries to promotes a change of leadership in south Vietnam, they choose another leader, begin sending aid and military advisers to him in order to create a non-communist alternative

· 1953 looked like there was a possibility of some stepping down from the cold war
· Instead- the two sides continued to build up weapons and suspicions, continued to seek advantage in other parts of the world
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Examples in todays lecture of US side and how this worked its way out. 
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