A Cold War Update for a
High School Teacher

;| xperienced the best
levelopment for
high school nistory teachers
Tattended a weel a
entitled “US, and the Cold War” in
Washington DC, co-sponsored by
the Woodrow Wilson International
Center for Scholars and the Gilder
Lehrman Institute of American
History. Alongside 24 teachers from
across the country,
two of the country
Sl Mo b Lot o e
University of Virginia and Christian
Ostermann, director of the Center’s
History and Public Policy Program
and the Cold War International
History Project. Dr. Leffler provided
a framework for understanding
the Cold War, while other leading
scholars and writers such as Michael
obbs, Thomas Blanton, and Marc
Selverstone led discussions on
Specific questions. These histori
ave 5 an i depih 100k at the atest
research on the Cold War while
preparingus o take what we leamed
to our classrooms. Together,
we crafted primary-source activities
and shared teaching strategies that
will make the Cold War real for our
students.
For teachers the opportunity
to immerse ourselves in one topic
with the world’s leading scholars
is invaluable. This seminar’s
content was both broad in scope
and expansive in detail. Prior to
meeting in Washington DC, we
were given homework assignments:
reading books, analyzing primary
documents, and sharing Cold War
lesson plans online with colleagues
actoss the nation whom |
soon meet in Upon reading
Melvyn Leffiars For e Soul of
Mankind: The Unied Sate, the Sovict
nion, and the Cold War, 1 understood
the high qualty of the progeam [ was
about fo atten er
e e
fear, ideological constructs, national
interests, and historical memory
that gave the Cold War its animus
and enabled it to persist for fifty
years despite occasional realizations
by policy makers that continuing
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it defied rationality. The book, as
well as Leffler’s lectures, addressed
the characters of both Mikhail
Gorbachey and Ronald Reagan that
led them finally to end the
peacefully which was by no ‘means
Inevitable. In preparation for the

ea me
lobal Cold War: Third
Wortd heroeniione i e Making of
Our Time to understand the centrality
of the third world to developments

of the Cold War. In addition, we re:
journalist Michael Dobbs’ One Minte
Jo Midnight, which examin

unfolding of the Cuban Visile Crisis
from the perspective of all parties

involved.

Upon arriving in Washington
D, [aias excted o spend s cays
around so many knowledgeable
and talenied people who share my
interests. Staying in a hotel only
blocks away from the Wlule House,
I met my colleagues at a welcome:
dinner. Among this group of teachers
from literally the four corners of the

. conversations were intense.

‘The next morning we encountered
heavy security as we went to class
at the Ronald Reagan Building, It
turned out that President Obama and
Secretary Clinton were ma
unannounced visit that morning to

the critical ing
What s the Cold War? Why did it
beging Why did it esalale? W1

it become global? Why B
eend? How did it end geacef ly?
The questions seemed busi but the
answers were nuanced and complex.
O the nioxt i s e v
the development of the Cold War
using a chronological outline. Along,
the way, we listened to lectures,
analyzed prim;

e b

presentations on successful lesson
plans, and watched Errol Morris
documentary The Fog of War. Many of
the ideas developed throughout the
ot el e b ol
discussions with colleagues at the
coffee table or at meals.

A recurring theme in the course

was the meaning of the containment

doctrine and hovs US.policy malers
li 0 years. Be

hpsl e
just a principle to stop the expansion
‘communism but was tied to the
objective of defeating communism.
According to Leffler, the US. was
not worried as much about Soviet

m
ideological aip:‘al ‘o other countries.
He stressed that this was a battle of
capitalism and liberal democracy
agamen communism. The only way

e that battle would be to tolerate

o
in Europe, which could lead to the
political success of buddin -:ocxal‘st
and communist parties in
Countries and eventual inkage of
those nations with the Soviet Union.

g this scenario, the U.
B e
throughout the Cold War. First,
it committed to bu)ldmg up the
industrial core of
northeast Asia and keepm countries
in those regions alled with the U,
A rey ermany and Japan would
provide. :apxmlxsm and democracy
a decisive advantage against the
Soviet Union. The U.S. and its allies
would have access to its resources

astrengtl ened(,ermanyzmi]dpan
would fuel Soviet fears and lea

throughout Western Europe and the
world would continue to proliferate
i weaken US. authority n the
world.

Second, the US. resolved to shore
up vulnerabilities in the Third
World,since econemic successof
the West and its allies requi
S o e il hios lsglonal
trading partners. During the

inar, we traced U.
well as military interventions in key
regions around the world which
had this bjectve inmin, At o
time when
national mdspentince mov e
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and conflicts were occurring, the
prospects for U.S-Soviet conlicts

addmm\ conflicts intensified since

S. was not always successful
i this arema. Vet U8 policymakers
ireqently argucd that such “es

forts »\ch nL(cssarv becau<e

UL credibil at stake and
failie to itervene would caise
‘more dominoes to fall.

Third, the U.S. needed to build
up its military dramatically even
duing peceeime. The containment
W! icy re g deterrence.

ot otk ot ek bt s by
accdent or miscalcultion, which
unfortunately was not out of t
realm of powsibilty, Because of
the global nature o erests,
nucle, -up would be a more
oot S thare bt
up of conventional forces which
would be far more costly.

Even though most teachers can
remenber the Cold War firsthanc,

as only been in the past 15 years
ﬂ\at Western historians have
access to materials from former
Communistbloc counties and
China. These resources providk
invaluable insight into the dynamics
ofthe Cold War asseen through the
eyes of the “o

Tue new information about the
Cold War s startlin ichacl
Dt the author o Ore Minuie
to Midnight, explained to
October 27, 1962 knowl\ a< ”Black
Saturday,” the U.S. and Soviet
Union were closer to the brink of
nuclear war than was realized at
the time. Even after both President
Kennedy and Soviet leader Nikita
Khrushchev committed themselves
to resolving the conflict peacefully,
factors outside their control almost
pushed both eaders to nuclear
catastrophe. As President Kennedy
s colort ull\, opined, ” alway
some son of a bitch who docarit
get the message.” Historians now

now that Pruldem Kennedy

followed the advic
and lainched & precmptve atack
on Soviet missies in Caba Soviet
nuclear missiles could have reached
New York City. Morcover, a sizable
number of tactical nuclear weapons,
each one the equivalent of the bombs
used on Hiroshimg and Nagasaki,
yvould have been shotat the
base in Guantanamo Bay ondat any
invading US. forces.

‘The new documents also provide
insight into the depth of the Soviet-
Sino'split and the beginnings of
détente. By Ihe early 1960s, relations
between the Soviet Union and China
‘were tense due to divergent national
interests and personality conflicts
between their leaders, Nikita

Py

£

Khrushchev and Mao Zedung. As
carly as 1963, the CIA understood not
only that the communist world was
ot monalithic under the control o
the Soviet o that China
Would scek fo expand e
in underdeveloped areas at Soviet
expense. Kennedy responded by
trying to compete with the Soviet
Union rather than accommaodate it.
It was not until Nixon's presidency
in the late 1960s that U.S. polic;
makers recognized the Sino-Soviet
splitcreated opportunitie o fessen
‘old War tensions. The Sino-Soviet
>pl|l eventually resulted in a series
order clashes between the two
Communist neighbora.The. depth
of the split became apparent when
Soviet officials approached the US. to
gauge its reaction if the Soviets were
1o launch a preemptive attack on
Chinese nuclear sits.
o-Sovietspit cventually
plu\ cd partially respon
= the conciions for the
S o ot
for the beginnings of détente with
e e mor ot skillfully
made the case that polic
tente because they
recognized the openings for i
despite the existence of significant
obstacles. The \’Aell\am War was a
major on rces and
its reputation around the world. The
was experiencing a decline in
its relative power around the world.
Yet, it was able to bolster its power
because of the Sino-Soviet split.
Nixon and other US. policymakers
also recognized that the ideological
appeal of communiom in the Thir
1d was declining, The Soviet
economic model was beginning
toslow down, while free markets
were showing success in Asia. It was
under these conditions that the U.S.
sought to decrease tensions with the
Soviet Union, which eventually led
t0 agreements to reduce nuclear arms
and bolster economic ties between

the Soviets would be motivated to
work w ith the U.S. becau<e of their

e he benet 1o the U1 wou
be significant. The risk of nuclear
war would be lowered, the Soviets
would be induced to cease
expansion into the Third World, and
the Vietnam War would finally end,
thus ending the source of the

power drain.

Inspired by the seminar, I have
recently examined the documents
on the Korean War that are available
online in the virtual archive of the

old War International History
Project. The documents portray
North Korean leader ung as
the prime instigator of the Koroan

War. Leffler made the case that
Kim sought to attack the South for
indigenous Korean reasons related
toits history and colonial past. It
was not patt of an international
communistplot 0 take over the
i 11 Sun iniially sought
permission to atack 5
B Soptember 3 1045.The Sovietsat
that time counseled patience despite
Kims asourances thatan invasion
ould be over within two weeks to
o months. The Soviets reasoned
that a protracted conflict in Korea
could be used by the US. to threaten
Soviet interests and may provoke the
{9 interfere in Korean affairs”
Even Ch d the idea of an
attack becanite i was inolved i s
own military activities. Over the next
nine months, Kim proved persistent
and eventually acquired nécescary
war supplies een light
for the shvasion xmm talin.
also met with officals, A
month befoe the uutbre'\k of the
war, Mao informed the North Korean
Srmbassador that Noreh Kores shouia
not worry about a possible UsS,
intervention in the event of war since
the UsS. would not concern itself with
och s mal vy Tois wou
prove obe a major miscalculation
The communications
Notth Korea, China, and the Soviet
Unien during thi e period are
Yior to the outbreak
of war in fune 1950, Nerth Korea
initially sought approval and military
supplies primarily from the Soviel
. As war approached, the North
Koreaiss bogan to work more closely
with the Chinese, while assuring
the Soviets that they had provided
alltheweapons the North oreans
war broke out, the
5 e placement of
nine Chinese volunteer divisio
on the border in case U, forces
crossed the 8% prallel While
ilitary assistance to
BN Rorkan, e Sovistsalzo
encouraged the Chinese to becom
more involved,especialy when i
became apparent that ¢
Koveane bald not achieve o quick
victory. After the US. landing at
Incheon, Kim Il Sung, knowing that
his military position was in jeopardy,
requested direct Soviet millary
as {atiacked. Insead, the
Soviets requested that Chintse
Volunteersibe sent without prior
notice to North Korea. At first, China
resised this proposal partially outof
fear of a ict involving
the U5, China, and Sovict Union
After a Series of communications
between the three communis
countries, Mao eventually agreed
to'send the divisions. Historians
have recently learned that this step
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took great personal courage for Mao
since he was in the minority among
Chinese leaders in supporting it.
Once the Soviets persuaded the
Chinese to join this war, they backed
away from daily operations by telling
the North Koreans to make concrete
strategic arrangements with the
Chinese. This policy enabled China
to distance itself from any failures

and motivations behind Soviet
decision-making. One of the great
lessons of the Cold War, according
to Leffler, is the need to empathize
with your opponent so that you can
understand his actions. Fear may
lead one nation to miss the signals
for peace despite its being in the
interest of both parties. Obviously,
understanding may not lead to

remarkable archive contains the most
recently released documents from all
sides of the Col

e seminar also let me and the
other teachers share techniques
and ideas that will enrich my
classroom. Equally important,
welaid the foundation for future
collaboration. And I am excited to
share all that T have learned with my

e

while avoiding a direct
with the US.
he documents also reveal that

once the Korean War was initiated,
Cold War interests took over and

rolonged it. Correspondence

etween Stalin and Mao show that
they were motivated to delay the
armistice talks so that the Chinese
military could gain valuable combat
experiénce and damage the prestige
of Truman and the American
military. It s clear that although
the Soviet Union was not a party to
the war or the peace talks, it played
amajor role behind the scends.
Moscow supplied the weapons,
assisted in the strategic formulations,
and dictated the pace and direction
of the armistice ta

Perhaps most significantly,
this seminar showed me and my
fellow teachers that examination
of new primary sources offers us,
as historians, a richer and more
complex understanding of the fears

agreement, but does

lead to better decision-maki

g
conflict, overwhelming fear on both

sides caused each side to misinterpret
one another's actions and miss

land High School
and other Vermont educators. For
more information on this and other
seminars, please visit the Gilder-
Lehrman website: http://www
gilderlehrman.org,

Ronald Eisenman teaches U.S. History
and

the

conflict

‘The UsS. and the Cold War
seminar was an ideal professional
development opportunity fo:
teachers. It was a great opportunity
10 recharge our intelectu) batterics
and learn from the nation's best
scholars. T look forward to sharing
my new knowledge and enthusiasm
for the subject with my students. One

my goals is to use many of the
primary source document activities
that were created this summer in my
classroom. My students will utilize
the Cold War International History
Project’s website, http://www.cwihp.
org, for original research. This

a gy at Rutland High
School in Vermont. He is also a member
of the board of Vermont Alliance for
Social Studies.

SHAFR Needs Faculty Teaching Partners

SHAFR is currently working with secondary teachers to create lesson plans for a series
of topics in the history of American foreign relations. The project leaders hope to
develop a list of SHAFR members who would be willing to serve as Faculty Partners
on the project. Your role as a Faculty Partner would be to be available via email to a
secondary teacher who is completing one of the lesson plans. Our hope is that having
this partnership will encourage more teachers to write lesson plans for the project.

For example, if you were to volunteer to be a Faculty Partner for early American
diplomacy, a teacher might send you a note about a couple of primary sources for the
Louisiana Purchase and ask your thoughts about using them in the classroom. The
Project will match SHAFR Faculty Partners with the teachers writing the lesson plans
only when there are specific questions that need SHAFR expertise.

PLease consider participating in this effort, which will be a valuable service to our

teachers.

I
Education, at tullyj

fs/ou are interested, simply send a note to John Tully, SHAFR Director of Secondar

indicating which areas and/or lesson plans you would be

@ccsu.ed
willing to be available for should questions arise.

More information is available at:
http://www.shafr.org/teaching/secondary-education/.
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