DOCUMENT #1 IRON CURTAIN DECENDS

Background

World War II had claimed 10,700,000 military deaths, 12,500,000 civilian deaths and was in the midst of attempting to rebuild its economy using raw materials and natural resources from the occupied nations (the losers).

The Potsdam Conference in July of 1945, Stalin, Truman and Attlee (England) agreed to the administration of defeated Germany.  They decided that policy would be determined by an Allied Control council of American, English, French, and Russian generals who would administer the four military zones into which the country had been divided at the Yalta Conference.  They further agreed that peace treaties should be drafted with the minor enemy powers before those with Germany and Japan.  


Nazis were brought before an international military tribunal at Nuremberg to stand trial for beginning the war and employing inhumane tactics during the fighting.  Our relationship with our former allies in China was strained due to a strong communist movement, headed by Chiang Kai-shek – occurring right after Japan was defeated.  Our relationship with Korea was strained also; it was divided into the Russian and American zone and reflected the tension between eastern and western worlds.  

Clark Clifford, Special Counsel to President Truman, September 24, 1946

“The Soviet Union’s present foreign policy is based upon the theory of a final struggle between Communism and Capitalism.  As long as it maintains such a policy, the United States must assume that the Soviet Union might fight at any time.  It might fight to expand the territory under Communist control and to weaken its possible opponents.  The Soviet Union was able to take control in Eastern Europe and elsewhere because no other nation was both willing and able to prevent it.  Soviet leaders were encouraged by easy success.  They are now preparing to take over new areas in the same way.  The United States must, as a first step toward a stable world, seek to prevent additional Soviet aggression.  Otherwise it must be willing to sacrifice its future security for the sake of good relations with the Soviet Union now.” 

Winston Churchill, “Iron Curtain” Speech, Fulton, Missouri; March 5, 1946
“Baltic to Trieste in the Adriatic, an iron curtain has descended across the continent of Europe.  Behind that line lie all the countries of Central and Eastern Europe.  All these countries lie in the Soviet area of influence and all are subject to a very high and increasing degree of control from Moscow.  I do not believe that the Soviet Union desires war.  What it desires is the fruits of war and the indefinite expansion of its power and doctrine.” 
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The “Iron Curtain”

DOCUMENT #2   Joseph Stalin, Stalin Interview on Churchill with Pravda, 1946
Q. How do you assess the last speech of Mr. Churchill which was made in the United States?…Can one consider that the speech of Mr. Churchill is damaging to the cause of peace and security?

A. Undoubtedly, yes. In substance, Mr. Churchill now stands in the position of a firebrand of war. And Mr. Churchill is not alone here. He has friends not only in England but also in the United States of America.

In this respect, one is reminded remarkably of Hitler and his friends. Hitler began to set war loose by announcing his racial theory, declaring that only people speaking the German language represent a fully valuable nation. Mr. Churchill begins to set war loose also by a racial theory, maintaining that only nations speaking the English language are fully valuable nations, called upon to decide the destinies of the entire world…

In substance, Mr. Churchill and his friends in England and the United States present nations not speaking the English language with something like an ultimatum: "Recognize our lordship voluntarily and then all will be well. In the contrary case, war is inevitable."… There is no doubt that the setup of Mr. Churchill is a setup for war, a call to war with the Soviet Union....

Q. How do you assess that part of Mr. Churchill's speech in which he attacks the democratic regime of the European countries which are our neighbors and in which he criticizes the good neighborly relations established between these countries and the Soviet Union?

A. … Mr. Churchill maintains that Warsaw, Berlin, Prague, Vienna, Budapest, Belgrade, Bucharest and Sofia, all these famous cities and the populations of those areas, are within the Soviet sphere and are all subjected to Soviet influence and to the increasing control of Moscow…. To begin with, it is quite absurd to speak of the exclusive control of the USSR in Vienna and Berlin, where there are Allied control councils with representatives of four states, where the USSR has only one-fourth of the voices.

Secondly, one cannot forget the following fact: the Germans carried out an invasion of the USSR through Finland, Poland, Rumania, Bulgaria and Hungary. The Germans were able to carry out the invasion through these countries by reason of the fact that these countries had governments inimical to the Soviet Union.

As a result of the German invasion, the Soviet Union has irrevocably lost in battles with the Germans, and also during the German occupation and through the expulsion of Soviet citizens to German slave labor camps, about 7 million people. In other words, the Soviet Union has lost in men several times more than Britain and the United States together.

DOCUMENT #4  Clark Clifford, Memorandum to President Truman,1946

As long as the Soviet government maintains its present foreign policy, based upon the theory of an ultimate struggle between communism and capitalism, the United States must assume that the USSR might fight at any time for the two-fold purpose of expanding the territory under Communist control and weakening its potential capitalist opponents. The Soviet Union was able to flow into the political vacuum of the Balkans, Eastern Europe, the Near East, Manchuria and Korea because no other nation was both willing and able to prevent it. Soviet leaders were encouraged by easy success and they are now preparing to take over new areas in the same way…

The main deterrent to Soviet attack on the United States, or to attack on areas of the world which are vital to our security, will be the military power of this country. It must be made apparent to the Soviet government that our strength will be sufficient to repel any attack and sufficient to defeat the USSR decisively if a war should start. The prospect of defeat is the only sure means of deterring the Soviet Union.

The Soviet Union's vulnerability is limited due to the vast area over which its key industries and natural resources arc widely dispersed, but it is vulnerable to atomic weapons, biological warfare, and long-range power. Therefore, in order to maintain our strength at a level which will be effective in restraining the Soviet Union, the United States must be prepared to wage atomic and biological warfare…

In addition to maintaining our own strength, the United States should support and assist all democratic countries which are in any way menaced or endangered by the USSR. Providing military support in case of attack is a last resort; a more effective barrier to communism is strong economic support. Trade agreements, loans and technical missions strengthen our ties with friendly nations and are effective demonstrations that capitalism is at least the equal of communism. The United States can do much to ensure that economic opportunities, personal freedom and social equality are made possible in countries outside the Soviet sphere by generous financial assistance… Our efforts to break down trade barriers, open up rivers and international waterways, and bring about economic unification of countries, now divided by occupation armies, are also directed toward the reestablishment of vigorous and healthy non-Communist economies.

In conclusion, as long as the Soviet government adheres to its present policy, the United States should maintain military forces powerful enough to restrain the Soviet Union and to confine Soviet influence to its present area. All nations not now within the Soviet sphere should be given generous economic assistance and political support in their opposition to Soviet penetration. Economic aid may also be given to the Soviet government and private trade with the USSR permitted provided the results are beneficial to our interests
DOCUMENT #5 
Nikolai Novikov, Soviet Ambassador in Washington, Telegram, September 1946

The foreign policy of the United States, which reflects the imperialist tendencies of American monopolistic capital, is characterized in the postwar period by a striving for world supremacy. This is the real meaning of the many statements by President Truman and other representatives of American ruling circles; that the United States has the right to lead the world. All the forces of American diplomacy -- the army, the air force, the navy, industry, and science -- are enlisted in the service of this foreign policy. For this purpose broad plans for expansion have been developed and are being implemented through diplomacy and the establishment of a system of naval and air bases stretching far beyond the boundaries of the United States, through the arms race, and through the creation of ever newer types of weapons.

The present policy of the American government with regard to the USSR is also directed at limiting or dislodging the influence of the Soviet Union from neighboring countries. In implementing this policy in former enemy or Allied countries adjacent to the USSR, the United States attempts, at various international conferences or directly in these countries themselves, to support reactionary forces with the purpose of creating obstacles to the process of democratization of these countries. In so doing, it also attempts to secure positions for the penetration of American capital into their economies.

DOCUMENT #3 George E Kennan, The Long Telegram, 1946
A diplomat in the U.S. Embassy in Moscow and a leading expert on Soviet affairs, George E Kennan sent a long, 8, 000-word, secret telegram to the State Department early in 1946 sketching the roots of Soviet policy and warning of serious difficulties with the Soviet Union in the years ahead. The stilted language is the product of dropped words to shorten the telegram. Kennan recommended a long-term, firm policy of resistance by the United States to Soviet expansionism, known as "containment."
“Soviet power…bears within itself the seeds of its own decay, and the sprouting of these seeds is well advanced…[if] anything were ever to disrupt the unity…of the communist Party, Soviet Russia might be changed overnight from one of the strongest to one of the weakest of national societies…This would…warrant the United States entering with reasonable confidence upon a policy of firm containment, designed to confront the Russians with unalterable counter-force at every point where they show signs of influencing the interest of a peaceful and stable world.”  
 _____________________________________________________________________________________________________
At bottom of Kremlin's neurotic view of world affairs is traditional and instinctive Russian sense of insecurity…[T]hey have learned to seek security only in patient but deadly struggle for total destruction of rival power, never in compacts and compromises with it…

Agencies utilized [by the Soviet Union] for promulgation of policies on this plane are following:

Inner central core of Communist Parties in other countries . . . tightly coordinated and directed by Moscow . . .. Rank and file of Communist Parties… National associations or bodies which can be dominated or influenced…These include: labor unions, Youth leagues, women's organizations, racial societies, religious societies, social organizations, cultural groups, liberal magazines, publishing houses, etc. International organizations which can be similarly penetrated through influence over various national components. Labor, youth and women's organizations are prominent among them . . .
In summary, we have here a political force committed fanatically to the belief that with US there can be no permanent modus vivendi, that it is desirable and necessary that the internal harmony of our society be disrupted, our traditional way of life be destroyed, the international authority of our state be broken, if Soviet power is to be secure… Problem of how to cope with this force [is] undoubtedly greatest task our diplomacy has ever faced and probably greatest it will ever have to face . . .. I would like to record my conviction that problem is within our power to solve and that without recourse to any general military conflict. 
Excerpted from U.S. Department of State, Foreign Relations of the United States, 1946 (Washington, D.C., 1969), 6:697-99, and 701-9.
