Chapter VI:  Actors
Actors

Actors as people who perform…

Actors as people who act



The end of “historic determinism”


The triumph of ideas



The belief in Moral Imperatives

I:  Détente

The cold war had frozen the post WWII world in place…


And détente was supposed to freeze the Cold war into place



And in some ways it did…


The superpower relationship was less volatile, less unpredictable


A situation was becoming a system


But, that meant freezing a great many other things in place as well


The middle east, the division of Europe, MAD, economics,

China and Japan, Capitalism and Freedom (or its lack)…


And religion


The cold war may have become static, but the world was still dynamic



And it had many more actors in it then before…..




John Paul II, Margaret Thatcher, Ronald Reagan




Mikhail Gorbachev, Lech Walesa, Deng Xiaoping




Ayatollah Khomeini, Vaclev Havel, 


And the ability for elite actors to control everything was diminishing….

II:  SALT

The logic of Arms Control



Control the weapons, to control the conflict



The WWI naval accords; 5:5:3




Battleships, and Carriers



WWII attempts, all failed (Except Poison Gas)



“If you can control arms, you can control the underlying conflict”



vs. “You only need arms control with those you can’t do it with” 

SALT I  Begun in 1969, signed in 1972



Capped ICBMs and SLBMs, plus the anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty



So basically, SALT I




Accepted the principle of MAD




Granted the USSR parity




Recognized the dangers of nuclear war, and the arms race, and




Accepted satellite reconnaissance as a basis for verification



But it did not




Reduce Missiles,





or deal with MIRVs



(the problem with MAD and MIRVs)



Create symmetry, it was an asymmetric treaty by design




Deal with France and Britain


So congress amended all future agreements; to provide symmetry…

SALT II  Begun after SALT I, a more open process



That suffered the problems of openness…



Carter had pledged to actually cut nuclear arms




But also to fix Soviet human rights problems….



The soviets reacted, and put the whole thing on hold



Meanwhile, a sick Brezhnev put the military in charge of it…




The continued soviet strategic doctrine,




Plus weapon modernization and upgrades




And the SS-20 (in 1977)





Followed by the (highly accurate) Pershing missile..




Still, in 1979, a signed treaty



A highly complex treaty, under assault from all sides, and then

Carter and the “Cuban combat brigade”

The NATO decision to deploy Pershing missiles, and

Afghanistan….

III:  Afghanistan

The Joint Statement of Basic Principles (1972), banned



“efforts to obtain unilateral advantage at the expense of the other”


But class struggle was not included, and in a bipolar world


How can the world change, without it effecting one or the other?


The third world increasingly became a battleground…


Egypt and the Middle East…

Anwar Sadat (Nasser’s successor in Egypt)


1967 – the six day war



Sadat in power in 1970, and soon expelled the soviets,




As they could provide no help vis-à-vis Israel




The U.S. did not respond



The 1973 Yon Kipper War

The military confrontation… 

The Political Calculation


The Egypt Israeli Peace Treaty (and Nobel Peace Prize)


And the Soviets gone from the Middle East

Africa


The Soviets had been reluctant allies of Vietnam, but it worked in 1975



And in Angola soon thereafter


Then Ethiopia went communist, and communist Somalia attacked it


The soviets switched to supporting Ethiopia, and got….


A brutal dictator of a land locked country, and the U.S. got bases…



The dilemma of “socialist solidarity”

Afghanistan

The 1978 Marxist coup



A socialist coup, women’s rights, education, land reform…


Just as Iran was erupting in 1979


March, 1979 – a rebellion in Herat, 5,000 dead including 50 Russians



Infighting within the socialist govt., no popular support



A coup, and counter coup, and soviet intervention


Taraki went to Moscow, and retuned to Kabul,

failed to assassinate Amin, who arrested and executed Taraki

Moscow feared Amin was pro-American,

and thus they had to intervene, and invaded Dec 25th 

Why did the Soviets Intervene in Afghanistan?


They did not want to, they felt they had to.



Fear of western reactions;  SALT, Détente, the Olympics



Fears that were ignored, or never even heard


They viewed the world through a Marxist prism



Mental Models, Information processing…

IV:  “Malaise”

Carter reacts to Afghanistan


Withdraws SALT II from Senate, embargoes Grain and Technology


Begins the arms buildup, and shifts rhetoric – confrontation

The Global Balance of Power


Economics – the oil crises, Stagflation, the failed great society


Politics – Saigon 1975, Watergate, Iran Hostage crises, killer Bunny


Military – Strategic parity, SS-20s, blue water fleet, Afghanistan

Kissinger “our relative position was bound to decline as the USSR recovered from World War II.  Our military and diplomatic position was never more favorable than at the very beginning of the containment policy in the later 1940s”

But was soviet power sustainable?

1/6th the economy, double the defense spending


The oil windfall – and east European price increases



Oil as a substitute for economic reform


Example:  the 1970 Polish dockyard crises – firing on the proletariat



But no Brezhnev doctrine – instead more consumer goods




Only obtainable from the west,

And higher oil prices that negated the strategy


Did the soviets have a strategy?



You can’t rely on an oil windfall forever



You can’t rely on many tanks, that you are afraid to use in E. Europe



You can’t rely on missiles that antagonize the people selling you food



You can’t commit to defend human rights,

and then be surprise your people want them

Was Brezhnev running the show anymore? Was anybody?

V:  New Leaders


Deng Xiaoping



Long-time follower of Mao, was there on the long march

but criticized the Great Leap Forward (1957)

Purged in the great Cultural Revolution (1968)

Brought back in 1973, but purged after Chou En-lie’s death (1976)

Brought back to counterbalance the Gang of Four (1977)

Used the government to control the party, supreme leader by 1979


Seventy percent right, thirty percent wrong


It doesn’t matter if a cat is black or white, as long as it catches mice


The new china


Experimented with local farming – peasant plots



If it worked, it must be socialist – bottom up socialism



The party retained political primacy, but gave up economic primacy


Margaret Thatcher “the iron chancellor”



Rose through work, ambition, and clear speaking



“democratic socialism has been given a clear chance – it failed”



Fought the Welfare state – unions, labor, intellectuals, etc.



Used words to speak truths, not platitudes



And did so in western Europe – no middle way for her



The 1982 Falklands War

Ronald Reagan “the great communicator”



“Détente – what a farmer has with his turkey – until thanksgiving day”



An actor, both before and after WWII, originally a new deal democrat



Later, president of SAG, then Governor of California (1966)


From 1970s on, a radio personality, as he honed his message


1980, won the presidency against Jimmy Carter




Often called an “amiable dunce” – in point of fact, very sharp



Believed in 




Lower taxes, and free markets




A strong defense, and America’s “special role in the world”




Détente perpetuated the USSR – and thus was bad




Nuclear weapons were bad, even ours…



But most importantly, Reagan was an optimist, not a defeatist…



Like Thatcher, used words to communicate, not to obfuscate

Lech Walesa 



Saw the shootings in 1970, and was fired for organizing in 1976



In 1980, as unrest mounted, he came back…




And formed Solidarity three weeks later




Solidarity – an independent, self governing trade union




A direct blow to soviet prestige



Polish nationalism, the Catholic church, and socialist failure converged

Pope John Paul II


Polish Prelate, both a theologian, but also a popularizer



Spoke seven languages, traveled often



Again, used words to effect

The Soviet Reaction


Mehmet Ali Agca, a Turk who shot the pope in 1981


Almost immediately, ties to Bulgarian intelligence were revealed



Everybody assumed (assumes) the KGB was behind it


The Pope survived, with enhanced stature


Solidarity an intolerable threat, as solidarity movements began to spread



In Western Oblasts, even to Georgia, within the USSR, but


So the Soviets arrested dissidents, and warned the Poles to do something, but


The Red army was tied down in Afghanistan


Reagan was president, and would react worse then Carter


European sanctions for sure, deepening the economic crises of E. Europe


And Poland was no Czechoslovakia…



The Prague spring was a top down event, Solidarity was not

So the Soviets could not, and would not, intervene



They now admitted to themselves, they did not represent the proletariat



The Brezhnev doctrine was dead


But General Jaruzelski did not know it, he believed they were about to invade



He declared martial law, and arrested the Solidarity leaders

VI:  The Reagan Revolution


The recovery of Western Economic Strength



The end of the second oil crises


The Reagan (and Thatcher) Tax Cuts



The Air Traffic controllers (the coal miners)


The 1981-2 Recession



The end of Stagflation….


The return of free market economics




Reagan’s Brush with Death


How Reagan was different – a revolutionary, not a realist



Reagan wanted to break the stalemate, he did not accept the cold war
On Communism – “the west won’t contain communism, it will transcend communism.  It won’t bother to … denounce it, it will dismiss it as some bizarre chapter in human history whose last pages are now being written.”

Reagan rejected the notion that the USSR was permanent
Or, paraphrasing Churchill – “From Stettin in the Baltic to Varna on the Black Sea, the regimes planted by totalitarianism have had more than 30 years to establish their legitimacy.  But none – not one regime – has yet been able to risk free elections.  Regimes planted by bayonets do not take root.”


Reagan rejected the notion that they were morally/politically legitimate
Or, paraphrasing Marx – “we are witnessing today a great revolutionary crises, … the march of freedom and democracy … will leave Marxism-Leninism on the ash-heap of history”


Reagan rejected the notion that they were the future, or could see it
On the Warsaw Pact – “today, on the NATO line, our military forces face east, to prevent a possible Invasion.  On the other side of the line, the soviet forces also face east, to prevent their people from leaving.”


Reagan rejected the notion that their system was in any way, “working”

Or, on Moral equivalence and the Soviet Union itself – “I urge you to speak out against those who would place the United States in a position of military and moral inferiority ... I urge you to beware the temptation of pride – the temptation of blithely declaring yourselves above it all and labeling both sides equally at fault, [of ignoring] the facts of history and the aggressive impulses of an evil empire.”


Reagan challenged the notion that stability was a good thing

Reagan and Detente

Reagan challenged the central precepts of Détente



And broke with almost all “realists” in doing so

Reagan thought Détente was immoral, because he though the USSR was,


And that it was in the process of collapsing


Reagan’s Political and Military program



A rejection of Stateism, both at home and abroad




A free market economics program



A large military




Reagan continued and accelerated the Carter arms buildup



A rejection of SALT II, instead the proposed START



Wanted arms reductions




Example; No Pershings, if the soviets withdrew SS-20s




But in the end deployed them, over the protests of many



SDI – the Strategic Defense Initiative (“star wars”)




Rejected MAD, and the notion of stability




It challenged the argument that vulnerability was good




It challenged the soviets to a whole new arms race





One that depended on computers and skill




Reagan was against nukes, and SDI was his tool




It was never a bargaining chip


The Soviet Reaction to Reagan



Their reaction approached panic – they had no plan to combat him


The Reaction to SDI




A deep soviet belief in U.S. technological capability




The ruinous effort to achieve missile parity




And now a new race, and the U.S. didn’t even looked stressed



The public diplomacy reaction to Reagan




The last years of Brezhnev (Senile, medicated, for 5-6 years)




Yuri Andropov – the head of the KGB (dieing of Cancer)




Konstantin Cherenko – you could not make this guy up



The Arms Race




Andropov’s intelligence assessments





The imminence of a nuclear attack – a two year alert




“we begin bombing in 5 minutes”




The South Korean Airliner incident




Able Archer





Normal NATO exercise, that the USSR misinterpreted





U.S. found out about it later, 




Reagan ratcheted down the rhetoric

Reagan on the Soviet Leadership – “how am I supposed to get anyplace with the Russians, if they keep dying on me?”

VII:  New Soviet Leadership


Gorbachev – “he has a nice smile, but his teeth are iron” Gromycko


Selected because he was young, dynamic, and telegenic


An understanding by the gerontocracy that new blood was needed


Gorbachev did not seem sinister, boorish, unresponsive, senile or dangerous



And he understood that “we can’t go on living this way”


But Gorbachev had no real plan, no master system (unlike, say, Deng)


So he tended to react to events, rather then guide them


Gorbachev, Reagan and arms control


The first Summit, Geneva – Gorbachev suspicious of Reagan




Against limiting arms race, against SDI, etc.




Reagan reacted with emotional appeals, resoluteness



Two months later, Gorbachev proposed ridding world of Nukes




Not a publicity stunt, Gorbachev knew the arms race was over




Because the USSR was broke, and the U.S. would not attack



Chernobyl, 1986




A nuclear accident that never happened…



Except it did, obviously and embarrassingly




The inept cover up, shoddy design, and drunken incompetence



The nuclear cloud over Europe, the dead Ukrainians


The sickness of the system, not the accident….




Glasnost and Perestroika (publicity and restructuring)



Reykyavik, 1986




Agreed to eliminating all intermediate range nuclear missiles




Proposed other deep cuts (full elimination), for SDI




Reagan, why object to “defenses against non existent weapons?


Reagan left, angrily, over SDI



But the principle was intact, both sides wanted to end the arms race



Washington, 1987




Signed an agreement on intermediate range missiles




“Doverey no provorey” – trust but verify




Now, reductions in nuclear stockpiles, not just limitations


Gorbachev and Economics



Gorbachev knew the system was broken, but what to replace it with?

Secretary of State George Shultz, former economist, had answers




Illustrated the problems with command economies




Tutored the soviet politburo on market economies



And Gorbachev’s 1987 book “Perestroika”, reflected these critiques 



Reagan lectured at Moscow state university in 1988 – and was cheered



But behind the rhetoric, nothing


Gorbachev and the Evil Empire



Reagan had consistently fought against soviet imperialism



Support for the Mujahadim, central American governments, etc.



Support for east European dissidents, and nationalists everywhere




The Reagan doctrine – nationalism vs. communism 
Brandenburg Gate 1987 “Mr. Gorbachev, tear down this wall”

Argued the Brezhnev doctrine was imperialism’s last gasp

Gorbachev and the Politburo understood this, only to well




Began to withdraw from Afghanistan




Began to stop supporting communist movements everywhere




They had abandoned the Brezhnev doctrine 6 years previously



But nobody believed they could/would abandon Eastern Europe




Including East European communists, who had to be warned



But the communist system was stretched to the breaking point



and, Gorbachev (1988) unilaterally pledged to reduce the Warsaw pact


The speech made a huge impression



On the Americans



On the NATO alliance




But especially,…



On East Europeans
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