
Compare and contrast the roles of Stalin and Truman in the development of the origins of the Cold War

In a compare and contrast essay, it is important not to just write about each leader separately. You need to think about areas of comparison and areas of contrast, and focus on the se to guide your structure.

	Comparisons  
	· Both Stalin and Truman pursued ideological confrontations: for example, the Truman Doctrine and two camps doctrine

· Both created spheres of influence in Europe

· Both intervened in Asia to establish spheres of influence

· Both used their military capacity to confront the other

· Both focused on Germany as a key strategic territory

· Both broke the agreements made at Yalta and Potsdam

· Both engaged in an arms race

· Both pursued “containment” of the other in Europe and other regions



	Contrast 
	· Truman used the economic strength of the USA to gain political influence in Western Europe; Stalin used conventional military strength to gain political control in Eastern Europe

· Truman relied initially on the ability to threaten the use of nuclear weapons to contain the Soviets whereas Stalin relied on conventional forces

· Truman responded to Western Europeans, particularly to British, asking for economic assistance (that is Marshall Aid ) , whereas the Eastern Europeans were forced by Stalin to join COMECON 

· Truman broke agreements on Germany economically speaking with the introduction of a new currency into the western sectors, whereas Stalin broke the political agreements.


Look at the ideas for a plan below. What extra detail could you add as evidence to support each point? How would you split up each section into paragraphs? How and where could you use quotes from historians?
Truman and Stalin: Compare and contrast the roles of Stalin and Truman in the development of the origins of the Cold War





“So-called revisionist historians were writing that President Franklin D Roosevelt’s subtle treatment of the Soviet Union had been reversed by his successor, Harry S Truman, who saw foreign affairs as a checker game instead of the chess game it really is; that the United States under Truman’s direction had tried to oust the Soviet Union from Eastern Europe, giving little or no consideration to Russia’s security needs in an area close to its borders; that the Americans had dropped two atomic bombs on the Japanese in order to alert the Russians to US power; that the government had striven to keep the Russians aware of the Americans’ monopoly of atomic power and, largely for such a purpose, advanced a system of international control of atomic weapons – the Baruch Plan – that was almost bound to fail. Meanwhile, the United States


government had used every economic device at hand, such as cutting off  lend-lease to the USSR, reneging on the reparations agreements concluded at the end of the war, and refusing to consider seriously the Russians’ pressing need for a postwar loan. Then, early in 1946, the Americans had seized upon an admitted Soviet reluctance to get out of northern Iran and, in a confrontation at the United Nations, virtually forced the Russians out. The next year, 1947, had marked a rapid increase in American–Russian antagonism, for President Truman intervened in the Greek civil war with the Truman Doctrine and in order to gain support scared hell out of the country, to use a phrase attributed to Sen. Arthur H Vandenberg. (Somewhat later, beginning in 1950, the administration would get what it deserved for this tactic, at the hands of a senator who took a free ride on the anticommunist bandwagon.) The Truman Doctrine inspired the administration to sponsor the Marshall Plan, a program worthy in itself but which had the unfortunate effect of dividing Europe; the president, the revisionists believed, probably had this divisive effect in mind, for in his memoirs he described the Truman Doctrine and Marshall Plan as being two halves of


the same walnut. All the while, through a series of moves, the administration was creating a new state in Europe, West Germany, for the purpose of enlisting German industry and eventually a German army to protect the free world against world communism.”


Robert H Ferrell, Harry S Truman and the Cold War Revisionists (University of Missouri Press)


“Even Old Bolsheviks … began to talk in the language of imperialist expansion, planning to create Soviet spheres of influence and to gain access to strategic sea routes. In January 1944, Maisky [Soviet ambassador to London] wrote to Stalin and Molotov, commissar for foreign affairs, that the USSR must position itself in such a way after the war as to make it ‘unthinkable’ for any combination of states in Europe and Asia to pose a challenge to Soviet security. Maisky suggested annexation of Southern Sakhalin and Kurile Islands from Japan. He also proposed that the USSR should have ‘a sufficient number of military, air, and naval bases’ in Finland and Rumania [Romania], as well as strategic access routes to the Persian Gulf via Iran. In November 1944, Litvinov sent a memo to Stalin and Molotov that the postwar Soviet sphere of influence in Europe (without specifying the nature of that ‘influence’) should include Finland, Sweden, Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Rumania, ‘the Slav counties of the Balkan peninsula, and Turkey as well.’ In June and July 1945, Litvinov argued that the USSR should penetrate into such traditional zones of British influence as the zone of the Suez Canal, Syria, Libya, and Palestine.


The former general secretary of the Comintern, now the head of the new party’s department for international information, Georgy Dimitrov, regarded the Red Army as a more important tool of history than are revolutionary movements. In late July 1945, when Stalin and Molotov negotiated with Western leaders in Potsdam, Dimitrov and his deputy, Alexander Panyushkin, wrote to them: ‘The countries of the Middle East acquire increasing importance in the current international situation and urgently need our intense attention. We should actively study the situation in those countries and take certain measures in the interests of our state.”








