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and
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– Basic Historical Framework & US Foreign Policy Doctrines –
I.  Kegley and Wittkopf’s Periodization of Postwar History

 
A.  1945–1962: Confrontation

 B.  1963–1978: From Coexistence to Detente

 
C.  1979–1991: From Renewed Confrontation to Rapprochement

II. Halliday’s Periodization of Postwar History

 
A.  1946–1953: First Cold War (Phase I)

 
B.  1953–1969: Oscillatory Antagonism (Phase II)

 
C.  1969–1979: Detente (Phase III)

 
D.  1979–1988: Second Cold War (Phase IV)

III.  General Characterization of Superpower Rivalry During the Cold War Period
 

 
A.  Soviet-American Condominium and Superpower Intervention

 
B.  Mutually-Assured Destruction (MAD)

 
C.  Superpower Responsibility to Maintain International Order

  

1.  Natural Law

  

2.  Public Order

 D.  Higher Legitimacy of Superpowers: Their Historico-Ideological Task

  

1.  US: Manifest Destiny and Liberal Democracy

  

2.  USSR: Proletarian Hegemony and International Communism

 
E. Symmetry and Assymmetry
IV. Historical Developments and Key Events

1943

Teheran Conference
The first of the “Big Three” Summit Meetings between Roosevelt, Stalin, and 

Churchill (representing the US, the USSR, and the UK, respectively).

4​–11 February 1945

Yalta Conference
The Yalta Conference, held in the Crimea, was the second of the “Big Three” Summit Meetings, and dealt primarily with the impending postwar arrangements for Germany, Poland, and the Far East.  In 1944, the Allies had agreed to divide Germany into American, Soviet, and British zones of military occupation.  This was ratified at Yalta, though Churchill persuaded Stalin to accept a French zone as well.  Once again, the Allies demanded the unconditional surrender of Germany.  

Stalin had already organized a Communist-dominated provisional government in Poland, but, at the protestation of the Western Allies, agreed to include “democratic leaders from Poland itself and from Poles abroad,” promising that “free elections” would be held in Poland.  These pledges, of course, were never honored.

Stalin wanted to give a large part of eastern Germany to Poland to compensate the Poles for the territory the Soviet Union had taken from them.  The Western Allies accepted the Curzon Line as the Soviet-Polish border and, although unhappy about it, also had to accept the Oder-Neisse Line as the Polish-German Border.  In fact, there was probably little they could do about the latter, since Russian troops already occupied the area.

The USSR agreed to enter the war against Japan three months after ending the war with Germany; in return, it would recover those possessions it had lost in the Treaty of Portsmouth after the Russo-Japanese War (1904​–1905).  To everyone’s dismay, the Russians accepted the idea of an American occupation of Japan.

Realizing that the Russians would be in Korea before they could, the Americans persuaded the Russians to accept a Russian military occupation of Korea north of the 38th  parallel and an American occupation to the south of it.  At the time, these were presumed to be temporary arrangements until Korea could later be unified.

An agreement by the Western Allies to send back to Russia all Soviet citizens later caused much controversy, especially as, by September 1945, many of the two million people whom had been returned to the USSR were shot as German collaborators or sent to forced labor camps.  The USSR, however, also agreed to the establishment of the United Nations.

The Yalta Conference was criticized in the US for making Stalin’s position  much stronger in both Europe and the Far East; yet, as some have argued, there was little the other powers could do, since Russian troops already occupied much of Germany and Eastern Europe, and also since Britain and the US were anxious to receive Stalin’s commitment to the war against Japan.  (The latter, of course, was deemed essential for a quick conclusion to hostilities.)

            “I didn’t say it was good, Adolf,” Roosevelt told his friend Adolf Berle, “I 

said it was the best I could do.”
 

17 July– 2 August 1945

Potsdam Conference
The last of the Allied Summit Meetings, taking place just outside of Berlin and shortly after the death of FDR, which left Harry S. Truman as president of the US.  Another important change in personalities was brought about by Churchill’s being defeated by Attlee in the recent British general election, thus leaving Stalin as the only remaining figure among the “Big Three.”  Germany had surrendered in May; however, as the Allies found little upon which they could agree, many crucial arrangements were left vague and poorly-defined.  They agreed, nonetheless, on an Allied Control Commission with representatives from the US, USSR, Britain, and France, and that this group would coordinate policy in Germany, although its actions could be vetoed by any individual power.  A body representing all the powers was established to administer Berlin.

It was agreed that Germany should make reparations.  The amount, however, was not fixed, as the Western Allies had learned from the 1919 Treaty of Versailles that preventing German economic development could slow down the revival of the European economy as a whole.

The territorial decisions of Yalta were confirmed: the six million Germans in Poland, Czechoslovakia, and Hungary should be resettled in Germany.  The Communist-dominated Polish government was recognized after Stalin agreed to include some members of the London-based government-in-exile; and he also promised that there would be “free elections” in all countries liberated by Soviet troops.  Additionally, an International Military Tribunal would be established to 

try war criminals.
   

5 March 1946

Winston Churchill’s Iron Curtain Speech in Fulton, Missouri
With President Truman alongside him, Churchill declares that “from Stettin in the Baltic to Trieste in the Adriatic, an iron curtain has descended across the 

continent.”

September 1946

While in Stuttgart, James F. Byrnes, Truman’s Secretary of State, makes a similar 

speech to that of Churchill’s in Fulton. 
1949

USSR acquires the atom bomb, four years after the US used its first nuclear 

weapons on Japan.

1947

Truman Doctrine
On 12 March 1947, President Truman expressed the most important US policy initiative since the Monroe Doctrine of 1917; this initiative was quickly translated into the policy of “containment”: “At the present moment in world history nearly every nation must choose between alternate ways of life…  One way of life is based upon the will of the majority, and is distinguished by free institutions, representative government, free elections, guarantees of individual liberty, freedom of speech and religion, and freedom from political oppression.  The second way of life is based upon the will of a minority forcibly imposed upon the majority.  It relies upon terror and oppression, a controlled press and radio, fixed elections, and the suppressiion of personal freedoms.  I believe that it must be the policy of the United States to support free peoples who are resisting attempted 

subjugation by armed minorities or by outside pressures.”  

1953

First, the US acquires the hydrogen bomb; then, three months later, so do the 

Soviets.

V.  Administrations, Foreign Policies, and Doctrines

1945–1953

Truman Doctrine

US vows  to support “free peoples who are resisting attempted subjugation by armed minorities or by outside pressures.”  This was quickly translated into the 

policy of “containment” (see above).

1953–1961

Eisenhower Doctrine
With the decline of Britain’s international role during the early-postwar years, President Eisenhower’s administration felt it necessary for the US to fill this power vacuum in order to keep the USSR from seizing any potential opportunities in the old colonial areas, the Middle East being a case in point.  The main disincentive to Soviet aggression, of course, was the threat of “massive retaliation,” a policy which was difficult to implement on a local basis or in the event of internal struggles.

In contrast to Truman’s policy of “containment,” the Eisenhower administration placed its emphasis on “rollback” and the idea of liberation from 

the Communist threat.  The success of this policy initiative was relatively limited.   

1961–1963

Kennedy Doctrine
“Let any nation know, whether it wishes us well or ill, that we shall pay any price, bear any burden, meet any hardship, support any friend, oppose any foes, in order to assure the survival and success of liberty.  This much we pledge—and more” 

(President Kennedy’s Inaugural Address).

1963–1968

Johnson Years
1969–1974

Nixon Doctrine
Realizing that the US could no longer maintain the preponderance of its immediate postwar position, President Nixon sought to assist Third World allies in becoming regional hegemons on behalf of American interests, Iran under the Shah being a case in point.   

Also, of course, Kissinger sought to reorganize the balance of power structure 

by bringing China into the global fore.

1974–1977

Ford Years

1977–1981

Carter Doctrine
Though limited generally to the Persian Gulf, President Carter defined American 

vital interests and even vowed to repel Soviet assaults on them “by any means 

necessary—including military force.”

1981–1989

Reagan Doctrine
Under President Reagan, US foreign policy displayed a strong commitment to fight throughout the Third World in order to prevent Communist victories, US support for the Afghan rebels and the Contras in Central America being two cases 

in point.
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