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the two books which provide an understanding of the background of
World War 11 and the origins of the Cold War. Gordon Levin and Arno
: Mavyer discuss the centrality of the Bolshevik revolution to the debates
__‘_,,,,,/I”l-,"',");;-,;”/”’-‘ and decisions among the_.AIlied powers, and especially the Wilson
= e e administration, during the Versailles conference. One reason was
explained by Secretary of State Robert Lansing: Ryssia is among the
largest factors in the complicated system of production and distribution
by which the world is clothed and fed. It is not to be expected that
economic balance can be regained and living costs brought once more
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revisionist history and

american foreign policy

by Leonard P. Liggio :

Gabriel Kolko,The Politics of War: The World and United State

Foreign Policy, 1943-45, Random House, 1968,

N. Gordon Levin, Jr., Woodrow Wilson and World Politics, Americz;"

Response to War and Revolution, Oxford University Press, 1968

Arno J. Mavyer, Politics and Diplomacy of Peacemaking, Containméh

and Counter-revolution at Versaifles, 19818-1919, Alfred A. Knopf

1967.

The new International Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences single
out only five American historians for biographical articles Surprisingl
_they are mainly the radicals associated with the New Hisltor initi gtY
in the early twentieth century, and two—Harry Elmer B‘;mesIEl ;
Char[e.s A. Beard—ended their careers under attack b at?l
Esta.blishmetnt for their historical revisionism regarding Ar:e i
fort?|gn policy objectives, especially concerning World War Il. It o e
unltkely tl'!at the radical historians whose revisionist works arf; revi[tsa\:;m
here le! find themseives among those American historians selected'fe'
recognition in a subsequent edition of the encyclopedia. :0

_!n The Politics of War, Gabriel Kolko recommends Politics an
Diplomacy of Peacemaking and Woodrow Wilson and World Politics a
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to moderate levels while its vast area [is under the revolution.] '

popular hostility to the Allies’ imperialist war. The Allies understood
that Bolshevism could not maintain that popular support if it continued
in the war in alliance with the Allied powers, and Lenin rejected the
proposals for Allied aid and fulfilled his promise of peace. Levin
indicates that Bolshevik critics of Lenin sought to turn the imperialist
war into a revolutionary war by Russia’s continued participation in
order to precipitate the European revolution beginning in Germany
where the workers’ movement was strongest, Trotsky was willing to
accept Allied aid in continuation of the war while the Left-communists
rejected any alliance with Allied imperialism.

declined to assume a revalutionary role. Arno Mayer presents a
thorough historical analysis of the essentially counter-revolutionary
positions of European socialists during the critical period of the
collapse of the major states of Central Europe. Whereas the
revolutionary Soviet coalition was successful because of popular
support for withdrawal from the war and distribution of feudal land to
the peasants; in Germany, Austria and Hungary the state authorities

The Octoher Revolution was successful because it represented the

Lenin’s argument was proven correct—the European Left mainly

transfered cabinet positions to the socialist leaders because the socialists
acted as ‘‘an ideal foil against revolutionary and anarchist excesses’’
associated with the Soviet revolution. These socialist parties acted as
wardens against revolution by their peoples.

The European communists during and after World War |1 played the
same role regarding revolution that the -socialists had a generation
earlier. As Koiko notes, in the twentieth century war is the ‘‘necessary
precondition for the emergence of a powerful Left, and for the first
time since 1019 the Left, both in Europe and Asia,issued forth from
the shadow of political defeat and impotence to the center of world
politics.” From their low points during the depression years {economic
crises appear to cause the success of the Right whether as fascism of
corporate liberalism) war created the condition for the success of the
Left. But, for the World War |1 Altjes, the mere numerical growth of the
Left was oniy half the story for this represented the growth of the
non-communist or revolutionary Left which “in many nations were no
less powerful, and were frequently more militant than the Communist
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party.” Where the Communist parties were controlled by the Soviet
Union they acted as a conservative force dividing the Left and creating
the conditions for cooptation. Due to the moderating influence of the :
communists, the Eurpopean Left was willingly incorporated into the
modern corporate state structure. With the Communist parties forced
to choose between obedience and revolutionary success, the popular,
national Communist parties in Yugoslavia and China disobeyed the
Soviet leadership and gained success. Kolko notes: "Only Tito, Stalin -
perceived in 1945, stood for nationalism and autonomy, and only he
could prevent the fuifillment of Soviet objectives for stability and
security in Eastern Europe. With an independent mass base and a
nationalist line Tito threatened to checkmate both Russian and
American ambitions.”

American ambitions in both World Wars are carefully presented in
each of these volumes. American economic advisors in both World
Wars—often the same people, such as Allen and John Foster Dulles,
{nephews of Secretary Lansingl, Bernard Baruch and Herbert
Hoover—viewed America’s post-war economic objectives as two
fold—using economic power to prevent the rise or success of
revolutionary movements, and improving the long-term economic
position of the American monopoly system in the world. Herbert
Hoover played a major role in wartime and postwar planning. As Mayer
suggests: “admittedly Hoover had the most precocious, integrated, and
operational conception of the politics and diplomacy of foreign aid.
But he merely articulated and synthesized ideas and programs that were
just then crystallized in influential segments of the American power
elite.” At the end of World War | the pressure for foreign aid came from
the export industries, and Senator William Borah charged that fareign
aid did not orginate among Europeans but among American
businessmen and bureaucrats. In order to gst foreign aid ‘appropriations
through Congress, Wilson constantly appealed to the spector of
Bolshevism. ‘

As Secretary of Commerce and President, Hoover was central to the
continued implementation of this foreign economic pelicy, through
massive legalized American price-fixing and export-trade associations
during the 1920s, which was accelerated after the great depression. In
1945 Hoover participated in post-war planning urging the politically
cruciat food program be shifted from the neutral UNRRA to U. S.
military authorities. War Secretary Henry Stimson said Hoover's “ideas
followed very much the line which [John J.] McCloy and | had been
fighting for.... We could turn the tide of Communism in all those
countries. Hoover stamped out communism in this way in central
Europe.” WhatStimson McCloy and Hoover did not recognize was that
the promises in 1919 condemned it to passivity, to cooperation and
integration into the program of Allied imperialism.
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an international banking fund which would expand trade and stimulat
loans in a much more accelerated fashion, with special emphasis.on it
holding currencies in short supply, which is to say United States dollars
and they insisted that control of any cooperative organization be veste
in proportion to contributions giving the U. S, a dominant voice wit
international protection for the dollar,
One of Kolko's major contributions is his discussion of Treasur
Secretary Henry Morgenthau’s plan for postwar Germany. Kotk
emphasizes that to analyze it merely as a proposal to destroy th
" German arms industry, prohibit all but consumer production an
separate the Rubr has caused misunderstanding. !t “was in a mos
integral fashion also a plan for de-Bolshevizing Russia and o
reintegrating it into a new capitalist world economy.” First, th
Morgenthau plan aimed at preventing Germany from regaining a majo
rofe in Eurcpe's industrial production, and substituting England, allie
to the United States, as the major industrial unit in Europe. Second, i
implied a limitation on the reparations expected by Russia, since Russi
could receive larger and faster reparations from Germany’s producin
industry than from the transferring of machinery to Russia. Thus, th
Soviet Union would be forced to rely on U. S. industrial goods i
exchange for raw materials. Kolko concluded that, “Morgenthau an
White became the most important and sophisticated advocates of th
reintegration of the USSR into the capitalist world economy on a basi
which economists have dubbed as neocolonialism.” :
U. S.-Soviet wartime negotiations reached an impasse at the Potsdan
conference over a rational reparations policy and forced upon th
Soviet Union inefficient economic development rather than cooptatio
and integration into the American-dominated Western monopol
economy. With the studies by Mayer and Levin as introductions, Kolko"
masterful analysis of United States foreign and economic and politica
policy during World War [l provides the most comprehensive treatmen
of the origins of the Cold War. The continuation of the analysis pas
mid-1845 will be a further major contribution to historical revisic
of American foreign policy. [This continuation is the subject of
forthcoming book by Kolko—ed.]
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