Peaceful Coexistence: New Leaders, New Ideas? 1953-1962
Please read pages 91- 99 (chapter 7)

Essay Question: To what extent was there a thaw in the Cold War between 1953 and 1962? 

Eisenhower and the New Look Policy of Containment - 1952
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1.  Provide evidence to suggest that President Eisenhower and his Secretary of State Dulles were not “soft on communism.”  Provide a quote from Dulles, page 92.  Identify his idea of roll back. 
2. Explain President Eisenhower’s New Look Policy of Containment.  Why might brinkmanship prove to be a dangerous strategy? 

3. Why was Eisenhower prepared to negotiate with the Soviet Union at the US-Soviet Summits in 1955 and 1959?
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Khrushchev and the Peaceful Co-Existence Policy  
4. Negotiations between the superpowers in the 1950s also occurred because of the new attitudes in the Soviet Union. Explain how Soviet foreign policy changed after the death of Stalin in 1953. 

5.  What other factors encouraged a change in international relations?  Why do many historians call this period “the thaw”? 
6. Provide evidence of improved US-Soviet relations in the 1950s and evidence of the continued hostility and suspicion. Was the Geneva Summit in July 1955 a failure? 
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7. Why did East-West tension increase again after 1955? Include Destalinization Speech, Khrushchev’s problems in Hungary (see documents below), the Suez Crisis (see chapter 18), and the Eisenhower Doctrine. 
8. How did the technology race between the superpowers during the 1950s also increase tension? What was the Gaither Report and missile gap? Significance? What was the reality? 

9. Explain how events of 1958-1960 affected East-West relations. Why was Khrushchev’s visit to the US in September 1959 significant? Although there were few concrete results, why were the talks considered a success? “Spirit of Camp David”
10. Why was the optimism of the talks between the superpowers short-lived? Why was ‘the thaw” at an end by 1962?  Please include key details from Document 3 below on the U-2 Incident.
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Document 1: Excerpt below form Khrushchev’s secret “Destalinization Speech” in 1956. 

“We have to consider seriously and analyze correctly [the crimes of the Stalin era in order that we may prevent any possibility of a repetition in any form… Stalin acted not through persuasion, explanation, and patient cooperation with people, but by imposing his concepts and demanding absolute submission to his opinion. Whoever opposed this concept or tried to prove his viewpoint … was doomed to removal from the leading collective and to subsequent moral and physical annihilation. This was especially true during the period following the XVIIth Party Congress [1934], when many prominent Party leaders and rank-and-file Party workers, honest and dedicated to the cause of Communism, fell victim to Stalin’s despotism … Stalin originated the concept ‘enemy of the people’. This term made possible the usage of the most cruel repression, violating all norms of revolutionary legality, against anyone who in any way disagreed with Stalin…”

Document 2: The Hungarian Uprising 1956

Hungary became part of the Soviet bloc in the early 1950s. The ‘Sovietisation’ of Hungary was neither peaceful or supported by a majority of the population. Post-war was governed by a democratic coalition, led by a conservative prime minister, Zoltan Tildy. The local communist party was a small but vocal group, receiving less than one-fifth of the vote in the 1945 elections. But Hungary’s communists were backed by the Soviets, who continued to occupy the country into the late 1940s. As in other places, Soviet agents interfered in Hungary’s domestic politics, manipulating local parties to facilitate communist rule. They achieved this in 1948, when Hungarian communist groups merged with local social democrats to form the Hungarian Working People’s Party. The new national leader was Matyas Rakosi, who modeled himself on Stalin and set out to mimic Soviet policies. In 1950 Rakosi created a political police force, the Allamvedelmi Hatosag (‘State Protection Authority’ or AVH). Over the next six years more than a quarter-million Hungarians were arrested, imprisoned or murdered by the AVH for political crimes, both real and imagined. Rakosi’s regime also prioritised industrialisation and military spending – to the detriment of the people, who suffered shortages of food, fuel and consumer goods.

Nikita Khrushchev’s 1956 denunciation of Stalin had implications for Hungary. Rakosi was replaced as leader and shipped out of Hungary, on the orders of Moscow. This led to growing optimism among Hungarian students and workers, who believed that political reform and liberalisation was imminent. At the head of this movement were students, who for years had been suppressed by the pro-Soviet government and AVH. Under Rakosi, Hungarian schools and universities had been forced to teach communist-approved syllabuses; learning Russian was also compulsory in many institutions. Teachers, academics and students who failed to abide by these regulations were sacked or expelled – or in some cases, dealt with by the AVH. In the autumn of 1956, student unions once banned under Rakosi were revived, and students began organising discussion forums to debate the future of Hungary. In the capital Budapest, one group constructed a 16-point set of demands for political reform:

 1. We demand the immediate withdrawal of all Soviet troops…

2. We demand the election of new leaders in the Hungarian Workers’ Party … by secret ballot.

3. The government should be reconstituted … all criminal leaders of the Stalinist-Rakosi era should be relieved of their posts at once… …

12. We demand complete freedom of opinion and expression, freedom of the Press and a free Radio, as well as a new daily newspaper of large circulation…

13. We demand that statues of Stalin, the symbol of Stalinist tyranny and political oppression, should be removed as quickly as possible…

The student uprising soon expanded and became a popular uprising. On October 23rd, more than 100,000 people gathered in Budapest, where the students’ 16-point demands were read and received with cheers. The crowd then marched on a ten-metre high bronze statue of Stalin in the centre of the city. They looped steel cables around its neck, pulled it to the ground with trucks and defaced the fallen icon. Such an act would have been unthinkable a few years before, while Stalin was still alive. Elsewhere in Budapest, another group battled police outside a local radio station, while AVH squadrons were besieged and attacked. Revolutionaries took over public buildings, destroyed Soviet symbols and opened the jails, freeing political prisoners who had been locked away for years. The violence continued until after midnight, when the first Soviet tanks entered the capital to assist the AVH with restoring order. But the presence of the Red Army did not daunt the citizens of Budapest. Some unpacked rifles to fire on the tanks, while children darted out from alleys to hurl projectiles. There were a few attacks on Soviet soldiers – but in most cases, they were welcomed and invited to join the rebels, with a few taking up the offer.

Moscow Equivocates
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The first phase of this Hungarian Revolution, as it became known, produced a victory for the rebels. The pro-Soviet prime minister fled to Russia in fear of his life and the national leadership passed to Imre Nagy. On October 27th, Nagy acceded to popular demands by dissolving the AVH, abolishing one-party restrictions, promising free elections and an end to Soviet-style economic collectivisation. Political parties once banned under Rakosi began to reappear. At first the Soviet government took no punitive action against Nagy and the new Hungarian government. Orders were given to withdraw Soviet tanks and troops from Hungary. US president Dwight Eisenhower hailed this Soviet restraint, calling it the “dawning of a new day” in eastern Europe. In reality, the Politburo in Moscow was equivocating about what action to take. Hardliners wanted to send in tanks and crush the uprising, while others thought Hungary could be brought back into the Soviet fold with political pressure. But Soviet inaction did not last long. On October 30th, mobs in Budapest attacked communist buildings and several AVH agents were killed. The following day, Imre Nagy bowed to public pressure and declared that Hungary would withdraw from the Warsaw Pact. Both events convinced the Politburo to take firm action to suppress the uprising in Hungary. To allow it to proceed would suggest weakness to the West and encourage similar uprisings elsewhere in the Soviet bloc. Sensing an imminent Soviet invasion, Nagy appealed to the United Nations for assistance, in the event of a Soviet attack. But the UN, US and other Western powers – at the time busy with another international crisis in the Suez – did not respond.

The Rebellion Crushed

“The western public, especially the younger generation, backed Hungary’s cause with all their heart and soul – perhaps due to the half-hearted political support that came from their own governments. Refugees were welcomed abroad. Many of today’s western politicians, presidents and prime ministers were among those who at the time demonstrated and protested in front of the Soviet embassies and embraced young Hungarian refugees… For them, the Hungarian revolution was a decisive experience of freedom, an uplifting experience that continues to benefit us. For the world, the name of Hungary has become synonymous with freedom and an elementary wish for democracy.” Arpad Goncz

On November 3rd, Russian troops closed Hungary’s borders and surrounded Budapest. They entered the capital overnight and occupied the parliamentary building. Soviet troops marched along the streets of the capital, firing indiscriminately into buildings, while industrial areas – which Moscow believed housed most of the rebels – were destroyed by Russian artillery and airstrikes. Nagy remained in power until dawn on November 4th, broadcasting news that Budapest was under attack from the Soviets before taking refuge in the Yugoslav embassy. He was later arrested by the Soviets and given a secret trial, before being hanged. It took a week of fighting before Soviet troops could subdue resistance, with more than 2,500 Hungarians dying. Moscow then installed Janos Kadar, another local communist, as the new national leader. 
There was a mixed international response to the Hungarian Revolution and its brutal suppression by the Soviets. Both the UN and NATO were criticised for their inaction, for failing to offer assistance to the rebels. The UN convened a special inquiry into the events of October-November 1956, however both the Hungarian and USSR governments refused to participate. The inquiry resulted in a condemnation of the Kadar regime, but no other action or significant findings. TIME magazine named the ‘Hungarian freedom fighter’ its ‘Man of the Year’ for 1956, describing him as having “shaken history’s greatest despotism to its foundations.” In the long term, the Hungarian Revolution strengthened the stalemate between East and West. NATO countries recognised that attempting to destabilise the Soviet bloc by promoting internal uprisings only risked harm to local populations. Other nations behind the Iron Curtain were also given a clear lesson in what might happen if they challenged Soviet control.

 Document 3:  Gary Powers and the U-2  Incident, 1960
Cold War tensions fuelled a constant demand for up-to-date intelligence about the ‘enemy’. One innovation pioneered by the United States was the U-2 spyplane, developed by American aircraft manufacturer Lockheed. First constructed in the mid-1950s, the U-2 was state of the art: a jet aircraft capable of flying at 21,000 metres, twice the altitude of modern passenger jets. This high ceiling allowed it to fly over enemy territory, largely undetected by ‘spotters’ and radar. The U-2 was designed primarily for reconnaissance. Its underbelly contained an array of cameras so powerful they could capture a newspaper headline from miles in the sky. But flying the U-2 was notoriously difficult. It had to be flown at close to its maximum speed to prevent stalling; it was also sensitive to crosswinds and troublesome to land. Pilots had to wear high-altitude gear not dissimilar to spacesuits. To minimise the dangers of discovery, U-2s flying missions over Soviet Russia were armed with a self-destruct mechanism and their pilots supplied with suicide devices.

Downed over Soviet Russia

In 1960 the US conducted U-2 runs over Soviet bases, test sites and missile silos in central Asia. These operations were conducted by the CIA, since the presence of a military plane over Soviet territory might be construed as an act of war. In April, a U-2 launched from Pakistan played cat-and-mouse with Soviet MiG jets before landing in Iran. Another U-2, piloted by Francis Gary Powers, was launched on May 1st, with orders to photograph Soviet installations, including ICBM silos and a plutonium factory. Soviet air defences became aware of this mission and scrambled jets – but the U-2’s altitude prevented it from being located. But while flying over the Ural Mountains, Powers’ U-2 was struck by a surface-to-air missile and forced to crash-land. Powers ejected from his crippled plane, parachuting into Russia, where he was immediately arrested, detained and questioned by the KGB.

When Powers failed to arrive at his designated landing site, American commanders assumed he was dead and his plane had either crashed or been shot down. Washington informed the press an American plane was missing in eastern Europe – but described it as a “weather plane”. To support this charade, another U-2 was painted with NASA livery and shown to the media, to suggest they regularly undertook meteorological research. Believing Powers to be dead, the US also claimed the loss may have been due to faulty oxygen supplies on U-2s, which caused pilots to ‘black out’ and fly dramatically off-course. Days after this fictitious cover story was paraded to the world, Soviet leader Nikita Khrushchev sprang his trap. Khrushchev announced that the USSR had possession of an American spyplane; that it had been shot down over Soviet territory; and that its pilot was alive and in custody. The Russians even salvaged film from cameras onboard the U-2; once developed it revealed covert photographs of Soviet military and nuclear installations.

The Propaganda War

“I have to tell you that the handling of that critical international situation – and it was critical – was about as clumsy in my opinion as anything our government has ever done. We had absolutely failed to consider the ‘what ifs’ of the U-2 overflights in a thorough, realistic and searching manner. The shoot-down was a lesson that was burned into us by the way we mishandled it.” Andrew Goodpaster

The capture of Powers, the U-2 wreckage and its surveillance images created a propaganda crisis for the US. Washington had been caught lying and Khrushchev made the most of it, demanding an apology from US president Dwight Eisenhower (he refused). Powers’ plane was shot down a fortnight before the start of a four-nation summit in Paris; the U-2 incident torpedoed this conference, which was abandoned on the second day. The US government also had to decide what to do about Powers himself. After weeks of interrogation by the Soviet military and the KGB, Powers was put on trial, charged with espionage against the Soviet Union. He was found guilty and sentenced to three years’ imprisonment, followed by seven years confinement in a labour camp. Eighteen months after his trial, Powers was returned to American authorities, in trade for a captured Soviet spy. The prisoner exchange took place at one of the few transit gates in the freshly-constructed Berlin Wall. Powers was treated with some suspicion on his return to the US. Many asked why he had failed to follow operating procedures for spy missions, such as initiating self-destruct in the U-2 and committing suicide to avoid capture. He was fiercely grilled by his superiors at the CIA, and then later by a congressional committee. Powers was subsequently found to have acted honourably and courageously, not revealing critical information to his captors. He was discharged from the CIA and became an airborne traffic reporter for a Los Angeles TV station. Ironically, one of Francis Gary Powers’ duties in his new civilian role was to pilot a helicopter with television cameras installed in its belly
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