
Hungarian communist politician, general secretary of the Hungarian Com-
munist Party, and de facto leader of Hungary (1956–1988). Born János Cser-
manek on 26 May 1912 in Fiume (now Rijeka), János Kádár had almost no
formal education. He joined both a labor union and the outlawed Commu-
nist Party in his teens. During the next several years he
was repeatedly arrested and imprisoned for his political
activities.

In 1942 Kádár joined the Communist Party’s Central
Committee and in 1944 became its chief secretary. In 1946
he became deputy general secretary of the party, and dur-
ing 1948–1950, following the communist takeover, he was
minister of internal affairs and head of the Budapest secret
police. In 1949 he participated in the show trial of party
member László Rajk. Kádár was subsequently arrested in
April 1951 on charges of treason against the party and in
1952 was sentenced to life imprisonment.

In July 1954, following the thaw after the death of
Josef Stalin the year before, Kádár was released and given
new assignments in the party. On 25 October 1956, two
days after the outbreak of the Hungarian Revolution, he
replaced ErnoP GeroP as general secretary of the party and
retained this position until May 1988. Between 30 October
and 4 November 1956, Kádár was the deputy prime minis-
ter in Imre Nagy’s reformist cabinet. Kádár appeared to
support Nagy’s liberal reform policies but in fact favored
less radical changes. On 2–3 November 1956, Kádár was in
Moscow negotiating a reversal of the revolution with Soviet
leaders. He then returned to Hungary and at Szolnok, about
80 miles southeast of Budapest, openly denounced Hun-
gary’s withdrawal from the Warsaw Pact. On 4 November
Soviet tanks rolled into Budapest. Kádár returned to Buda-
pest on 7 November and, with Soviet support, took control

Kádár, János 1085

Kádár, János
(1912–1989)

K

Longtime communist János Kádár took power in Hungary
in the aftermath of the 1956 revolution and remained the
most powerful figure in his country until 1988. (Hulton-
Deutsch Collection/Corbis)



of the government. The next day, he announced the formation of the Revo-
lutionary Worker-Peasant Government and its Fifteen-Point Program.

By June 1957 Kádár had stabilized Hungary and secured his position as
the most prominent political leader in the country. In doing so, he instituted
repressive measures under which Nagy and his fellow reformists were ulti-
mately tried and executed in 1958. This resulted in international condem-
nation and several years of political isolation for Kádár’s government. By the
late 1960s, however, Kádár began to implement his so-called Goulash Com-
munism that brought improved relations with the West, a rising standard of
living, and relative freedom from Soviet interference. In 1977 Pope Paul VI
received Kádár at the Vatican, which symbolically marked the end of Hun-
gary’s moral and diplomatic isolation.

Kádár was elected general secretary of the party’s Central Committee
in 1985. However, by the end of the decade he found it difficult to adapt
to Soviet President Mikhail Gorbachev’s reform initiatives. By then, Kádár’s
presence in the party had become an obstacle to internal development and
reform. In May 1988 he was relieved as general secretary and assumed the
mostly ceremonial post of party president. A year later he was removed from
the presidency and ousted from the Central Committee. Kádár died shortly
thereafter, on 6 July 1989, in Budapest.

Anna Boros-McGee
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Soviet leader and close associate of Soviet dictator Josef Stalin. Born on 22
November 1892 into a working-class Jewish family in Kabanay near Kiev in
Ukraine, Lazar Kaganovich did not receive a formal education. As a teenager
he worked in a tannery and became a cobbler. He joined the Bolshevik Party
in 1911 and participated in the Bolshevik Revolution of November 1917.

During the 1920s Kaganovich held a succession of important posts in the
Communist Party in Ukraine. Called to Moscow, he was appointed first sec-
retary of the party committee in the capital in 1930, in effect mayor of the
capital city. Here he supervised construction of the Moscow subway and, later,
the purging of the city’s party organization. He also became a full member
of the Politburo of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU).
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Kaganovich supported Stalin against his popular rival, Sergei Kirov, who
wanted to slow the pace of collectivization and industrialization in the early
1930s. Kaganovich also played a major role in the collectivization of agriculture,
which brought the deaths of millions of peasants. A slavish admirer of Stalin,
Kaganovich was one of the few “old Bolsheviks” to survive the Great Purges
of the 1930s, in which he took an active part. Along with Stalin and Vyach-
eslev Molotov, Kaganovich signed the death warrants of thousands of Soviet
citizens.

Closely identified with Soviet domestic affairs and in particular with the
railroads (a traditional Bolshevik stronghold), Kaganovich was minister for
transport (1935–1937), heavy industry (1937–1939), and the fuel industry
(1939). He became deputy premier in 1938, and during World War II he
played an important role as part of the five-man council that supervised the
Soviet Union’s economy.

A prominent member of the collective leadership after the death of
Stalin in March 1953, Kaganovich strongly opposed the de-Stalinization poli-
cies of his former Ukrainian protégé, Soviet leader Nikita Khrushchev. In
1957 Kaganovich joined with fellow hard-liners Nikolai Bulganin and Molotov
in an effort to unseat Khrushchev in the so-called Anti-Party Affair. In sharp
contrast to what would have occurred under Stalin, Khrushchev expelled
Kaganovich from his posts and the party and banished him to Sverdlovsk as
manager of a cement factory. Kaganovich died in Moscow on 25 July 1991.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Japanese Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) politician and prime minister
(1989–1991). Born on 2 January 1931 in Aichi Prefecture and graduating in
1954 with a degree in law from Waseda University, Kaifu Toshiki was first
elected to the Japanese parliament (the Diet) on the LDP ticket in 1960.
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Kaifu twice served as minister of education before being unexpectedly
elevated to the premiership on 9 August 1989. He was selected for his clean
image after a political crisis that tainted most of the LDP leaders. Quick to
appreciate the shrinking Soviet sphere of influence, he pursued an active
economic agenda in Eastern Europe and Central Asia. When he visited
Europe in January 1990, just two months after the fall of the Berlin Wall, he
promised nearly $2 billion in aid to Hungary and Poland as well as encour-
aged Japanese investment in Eastern Europe.

Kaifu was slower to embrace the new Russia. At his personal insistence,
the Japanese Defense Agency dropped any reference to a Soviet threat in its
1990 annual report. At the July 1990 G7 Summit, he placed the Kurile Islands
territorial dispute on the agenda, seeking return of this Japanese territory
given to the Soviet Union after World War II. He also resisted large-scale aid
to the Soviets.

When Soviet President Mikhail Gorbachev visited Tokyo in April 1991,
he left empty-handed. At the July 1991 G7 Summit, Kaifu opposed Russia’s
admission to the G7, the International Monetary Fund (IMF), and the World
Bank. In sharp contrast, he took the lead in restoring ties with the People’s
Republic of China (PRC) following the June 1989 Tiananmen Square mas-
sacre. By January 1991 Japan had lifted its limited sanctions against China,
and in August Kaifu became the first G7 leader to visit Beijing.

Upon the outbreak of the Persian Gulf War in August 1990, Kaifu’s polit-
ical stature declined precipitously. A proposed bill to authorize the dispatch
of Japan’s Self-Defense Forces to the Gulf met with strong domestic opposi-
tion and was abandoned in the autumn of 1990. A revised bill was introduced
the following year, and in addition to the $13 billion that Japan contributed
to the war effort, Kaifu sent a minesweeping flotilla to the Gulf, albeit after
the fighting had ended. He resigned as premier on 5 November 1991 after
failing to win support for electoral reform from powerful LDP factions. Kaifu
left the LDP and became a leading figure in several major opposition parties
before rejoining the LDP in November 2003.

Christopher W. Braddick
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Downing of a civilian Korean Airlines (KAL) jetliner by Soviet air defenses
that killed 269 people and heightened Cold War tensions. U.S. President
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Ronald Reagan condemned the Soviet destruction of KAL Flight 007 in
September 1983, pointing to the incident as further proof for his claim that
the Soviet Union was an “evil empire.” U.S. officials exploited the tragedy to
gain leverage in the Soviet-American Cold War confrontation that had been
rekindled in the early 1980s. For a decade, bitter accusations and indignant
rebuttals only added to the mystery of why a civilian aircraft strayed into sen-
sitive Soviet airspace.

Shortly before 3:30 A.M. on 31 August 1983, KAL 007 departed Anchorage,
Alaska, after refueling on the final leg of its New York to Seoul route. On board
the Boeing 747 were 269 people. Several minutes after takeoff, the jet devi-
ated from its assigned course, straying twice over the Kamchatka Peninsula
and then Sakhalin Island, the location of a major Soviet military installation.
Five hours after the flight left Alaska and with the plane approximately 11
miles off Moneron Island, which itself is 30 miles southwest of Sakhalin’s
southern tip, Soviet Air Defense Force Colonel Gennady N. Osipovich fired
two missiles from his SU-15 fighter that struck KAL 007. Minutes later, the
jumbo jet plunged into the sea. All aboard perished, including 61 U.S. citizens,
among them U.S. Representative Larry P. McDonald, a Georgia Democrat.

President Reagan immediately decried the downing as an “act of bar-
barism” directed “against the world and the moral precepts which guide human
relations among people everywhere.” Soviet leader Yuri Andropov insisted that
the KAL 007 flight was a deliberate attempt to spy on or provoke the Soviet
Union. Reagan ordered the U.S. Eighth Army in the Republic of Korea (ROK,
South Korea) on full alert, and its commander advised the press that nations of
the northern and western Pacific area should prepare for the possibility of war.

Meanwhile, conflicting explanations for the tragedy were emerging.
Because an American RC-135 spy plane had flown near Sakhalin earlier on
the night of the attack, the incident likely was a case of mistaken identity.
But KAL also shared the blame. In 1983, KAL was combating its negative
reputation for flight delays with an unusual policy that paid pilots a bonus to
arrive on time “any way they can.” But uncertainty persisted because the
Soviet government, denying any culpability, waged a campaign to keep U.S.
investigators away from the crash site.

In 1993, Russian President Boris Yeltsin ended speculation about the
doomed flight when he released the in-flight data recordings that the So-
viets had discovered amid KAL 007’s wreckage. A series of navigational
errors shortly after takeoff had taken the airliner some 300 miles north of its
intended route. For more than two hours, the Korean flight crew was unaware
that the plane was off course and was flying over forbidden Soviet airspace.
Soviet air defense, meanwhile, tracked the intruding aircraft and made
attempts at identification. The pursuit pilot reported that unlike a spy plane,
the aircraft had its navigation lights aglow. Because Soviet rules of engagement
required air defense forces to shoot down any intruder that ignored a warning,
Colonel Osipovich tipped his wings and fired warning cannons. Apparently,
the Korean crew neither saw nor heard these signals. His efforts at identifi-
cation having failed, the Soviet pilot followed orders to shoot, reporting tersely
that “the target is destroyed.”
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Soviet leaders soon learned that the intrusion was the result of naviga-
tional error, but they refused to admit it. This allowed the Reagan adminis-
tration to initiate a major public relations effort to discredit the Soviets. On
6 September, the United Nations (UN) Security Council for the first time
watched a video supporting the U.S. contention that a Soviet pilot wantonly
shot down what he knew was a passenger jetliner. The purpose of the dis-
play was to use the KAL 007 incident to undermine Soviet integrity, thereby
blunting Moscow’s so-called peace campaign to dissuade America’s Euro-
pean allies from basing upgraded U.S. nuclear weapons on their soil.

U.S. officials knew the truth, however, because top secret American
intelligence stations near the Soviet border had monitored the pursuit of
KAL 007 minute by minute, recording how the Soviets believed that the
intruder was a military plane but realized their error too late. Reagan and his
aides refused to attribute the incident to mistaken identity or bureaucratic
rigidity. One reason for this was to keep secret the reach of American intelli-
gence, but more important was scoring a propaganda victory that Reagan
defenders would argue helped win the Cold War.

James I. Matray
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The U.S. Navy submersible Deep Drone being readied for deployment from the U.S. Navy fleet tug Narragansett during
the search for Korean Airlines Flight 007, 1 July 1984. (U.S. Department of Defense)
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Noncontiguous region of the Russian Republic located on the Baltic Sea and
separated from Russia proper by the territories of Lithuania and Belarus.
The Kaliningrad Oblast had previously been part of the northern third of
German East Prussia. During World War II the area was occupied by the Red
Army. In Section V of the Potsdam Protocol at the July 1945 Potsdam Con-
ference, the Allied leaders agreed that “pending the final determination of
territorial questions at the peace settlement,” the city of Königsberg (now
Kaliningrad) and area adjacent to it would be transferred to the Soviet Union.
Moscow was anxious to secure the area as a base on the Baltic Sea.

The Kaliningrad Oblast is 5,830 square miles in area, and Königsberg’s
1945 population was 140,000 people. Most of the Germans who had previ-
ously inhabited the territory fled the advancing Red Army or were expelled
after the fighting in the area ended in April 1945. The city of Königsberg was
90 percent destroyed during a two-month Soviet siege, and civilian casualties
were extremely high.

The Soviets began rebuilding the city in 1946 and renamed it Kalin-
ingrad. Historical sites that had survived the fighting, such as Königsberg
Castle, were destroyed by the Soviets in an effort to eradicate the former
German presence. Kaliningrad, connected to the Baltic Sea by an inland chan-
nel, and its nearby port, Baltiysk (Pillau), remain ice-free year-round and
served during the Cold War as the Soviet Union’s principal Baltic naval base.
Until early 1991 the entire region was a restricted military area off-limits to
foreigners and nonresident Soviet citizens.

Before the disintegration of the Soviet Union in 1991, the region was
attached to the USSR. It is now separated from the Russian Republic by
600 miles of foreign territory, and unimpeded overland communication with
Kaliningrad has been a matter of contention between Russia and Lithuania.
In 1991 the region had 900,000 inhabitants, of whom 412,000 resided in
Kaliningrad. The majority of the residents at the beginning of the twenty-
first century are the offspring of Russians who had moved to the region after
the war, but there are also inhabitants of Ukrainian and Belarusian descent.

Uncertainty over the future of Kaliningrad accompanied the somewhat
chaotic collapse of the Soviet Union. Some nationalist enthusiasts in Lithuania
called for the inclusion of what they called “Lithuania Minor” in a Greater
Lithuania. Yet some ethnic Germans from the former Soviet republics in
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Central Asia moved to Kaliningrad after 1991 and increased the German
component of the area. The 1994 official tally of ethnic Germans in the region
was 5,000, but the actual figure was probably closer to four times as large. As
a result of the growing German population, some Russian and Slavic inhabi-
tants of the territory feared that German investment there might be a prel-
ude to German territorial claims.

Economically speaking, the collapse of the Soviet Union hit the region
hard. Subsidies from Moscow were reduced, and Soviet-related defense in-
dustries went into a steep decline. Local producers of consumer goods have
also suffered as a result of growing competition from goods produced outside
Russia. Some two-thirds of consumer goods are imported. In 1991 the prov-
ince was declared a free economic zone. However, in 1993 a conflict arose
between Kaliningrad and the federal Russian government over a new law on
customs and tariffs. Kaliningrad certainly harbors economic potential, but
much depends upon Russian policy and its relations with the European
Union. The region boasts abundant natural resources, including amber, off-
shore oil deposits, peat, mineral water, salt mines, fish, and timber, and also
possesses an educated and low-cost labor force. Switzerland, Lithuania, and
Germany have been leading investors and trading nations with Kaliningrad
since the fall of the Soviet Union.

Bernard Cook
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Polish communist politician and first secretary of the Central Committee of
the Polish United Workers’ Party (PUWP) during 1980–1981. Born on 8 March
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1927 in the village of Wrocanka, Stanisflaw Kania came from
a peasant background and graduated from the Institute of
Economy at the Social Sciences College of the party’s Cen-
tral Committee. In 1945 he joined the communist Young
Struggle Union and became an official in its successor organ-
ization, the Union of Polish Youth, during 1952–1956.

Beginning in 1958, Kania began to hold a series of
increasingly important posts in the PUWP apparatus. In
April 1971 he was appointed secretary of the Central Com-
mittee, after which he dealt chiefly with security, police,
military affairs, and relations with the Catholic Church. On
6 September 1980 he became first secretary of the Central
Committee, replacing Edward Gierek, who was blamed
for the ongoing economic crisis and the outbreak of strikes
and protests. A moderate who proposed compromise and
cooperation with the Solidarity movement, in December
1980 and again in March 1981 Kania managed to convince
Soviet Premier Leonid Brezhnev to resist using the Red
Army or Warsaw Pact troops to quash the Solidarity trade
union. In June 1981, Kania survived an attempted coup by
communist hard-liners.

At the Tenth Extraordinary Congress of the PUWP
(14–21 July 1981), Kania was once again elected first sec-
retary as the centrist candidate. But three months later,
on 17 October 1981, he was dismissed from his post at the Fourth Plenary
assembly because of his inability to control Solidarity. General Wojciech
Jaruzelski replaced him. In 1982 Kania became a member of the State Coun-
cil, a rather inconsequential position that he held until 1985. He retired in
1989. In 1991 Kania published a memoir, along with Edward Gierek, in
which he steadfastly defended his policies during 1980–1981.

Andrzej Paczkowski
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Region shared by Finland and Russia but mainly inhabited by people of
Finnish extraction. The eastern part of Karelia is located in Russia and the
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western part in Finland. Karelia was almost entirely ceded to the Soviet
Union as a result of World War II, becoming a Soviet republic with its capital
at Petrozavodsk, and gained autonomous status within the Russian Federa-
tion after the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991.

Karelia borders on the eastern part of the Gulf of Finland, the Ladoga
Sea, the Onega Sea, and the White Sea and the northern part of the Gulf
of Botten. Its 1945 population was approximately a half million people. Its
chiefly Finnish-speaking eastern portion was a target of Finnish irredentist
policies, although it never passed into Finnish hands; the western part did
belong to Finland until World War II. In the Treaty of Tartu in 1920, Finland
expanded territorially up to the Petsamo region, although it continued to
harbor ambitions to incorporate the whole of Karelia.

In 1932 Finland and the Soviet Union signed a nonaggression pact that
lasted seven years. But in 1939, following the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact, the
Soviets invaded Finland. The Moscow Peace Treaty of 1940 that ended hos-
tilities gave the Soviet Union most of Karelia, including the port of Viipuri
(Vyborg).

Finland lost a strategic territory, rich in resources and accounting for 12
percent of Finnish area. Also, more than 400,000 inhabitants (or about 12 per-
cent of the total Finnish population) living in the lost territories had to be
evacuated and resettled in Finland proper. The emergency resettlement act
of June 1940 allocated 1,274 square miles of land to former Karelian farmers.

From August 1940, the Finnish government negotiated with Berlin re-
garding military cooperation between Finland and Germany against the Soviet
Union. The Finns’ goal was to regain the territory lost in the Russo-Finnish
War as well as to annex eastern Karelia. Finland received German military
assistance in return for facilitating German troop transfers to Norway through
its territory and authorizing the stationing of German troops in Finland.

Finland remained neutral until late June 1941, when the German gov-
ernment announced that Finland had aided Germany in its invasion of the
Soviet Union. Berlin’s action led the Soviets to bomb Turku, Helsinki, and
Poryoo. Finland then joined Germany in war against the Soviet Union.

In the second half of 1941, Finland regained its pre–World War II frontiers,
including Karelia. The Finns took some additional territory for defensive
purposes, but they refused to assist the Germans in taking Leningrad. When
the tide of war turned in June 1944, Soviet forces went on the offensive
against the Finns, in both the Karelian Isthmus and Lake Ladoga regions. In
September 1944 when the so-called Continuation War ended, the Soviets
had retaken Viipuri and the territories lost earlier.

Following the resignation of President Risto Ryti in August 1944, the
new president, Carl Gustaf Mannerheim, accepted the responsibility of end-
ing the war, risking retaliation by German forces remaining on Finnish soil.
As a consequence of the peace settlement with Moscow, thousands of Finns
who had returned to Karelia were again forced to relocate to Finland. The
Allies concluded formal peace with Finland in the Paris Treaty of 1947. Fin-
land was forced to cede the Karelian Isthmus and also Petsamo and grant an
extended lease of the Porkkala peninsula west of Helsinki.
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During the Cold War, Karelia became the Karelo-Finnish Soviet Social-
ist Republic. By 1954 Russian had replaced Finnish in the schools, assisted by
the settlement of Russians and Belarusians in the area and by intermarriage
with the Finns. By 1955 collective farms had been introduced, and many
place names had been Russianized.

In 1956, however, the Soviets evacuated Porkkala, and the Karelo-
Finnish Soviet Socialist Republic was demoted from the status of a union
republic to that of an autonomous republic within the Russian Soviet Fed-
erated Socialist Republic (RSFSR). This move implied that the Soviets no
longer harbored the notion of annexing the whole of Finland.

The collapse of the USSR in 1991 abrogated the Soviet-Finnish treaties
of 1947 and 1948. Karelia then became the Republic of Karelia within the
Russian Federation. Finnish attempts to secure the region met rebuff.
Reportedly, in November 1998 a Finnish businessman offered Russian Pres-
ident Boris Yeltsin $500 million to return Karelia to Finland but received no
response.

Abel Polese
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A former princely Indian state located in southern Asia comprising some
86,000 square miles. Muslims conquered Kashmir in the fourteenth century
and forcibly converted its mostly Hindu and Buddhist population to Islam.
The British sowed the seeds of the subsequent agitation over control of
Kashmir when they placed a Hindu prince on its throne in 1846.

The dispute over the future of Kashmir began in 1947 with the partition
of the Empire of India and the creation of independent India and Pakistan.
India is primarily Hindu, while Pakistan is mainly Muslim. Under the terms
of the 1947 Indian Independence Bill, Kashmir was supposed to determine
which of the two nations it would join. Because of Kashmir’s Muslim major-
ity, Pakistanis believed that it should be part of Pakistan. Kashmir, how-
ever, was led by the Hindu Maharaja Hari Singh. His decision to join his
state to India, accepted by the Indian parliament on 26 October 1947, pre-
cipitated conflict with Pakistan. This event sparked an uprising in Kashmir
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by its predominantly Muslim population and Pakistani tribesmen, the Azad
Kashmiri, who marched on the provincial capital of Srinigar. The Indian gov-
ernment responded by airlifting troops into Kashmir the next day. Heavy
fighting then occurred between Indian Army and Air Force units on the one
hand and the rebellious Muslims and their Pakistani supporters on the other.

In November Pakistani troops crossed the border into Kashmir and
fought an undeclared war with Indian forces through December 1947. Direct
negotiations between India and Pakistan over Kashmir having failed, at the
end of December 1947 the dispute was referred to the United Nations (UN).
On 20 January 1948, the UN Security Council set up a commission to resolve
the dispute. Sporadic fighting between the two sides continued, including a
Pathan uprising in Kashmir on 8 February 1948 that was put down by Indian
forces. Finally, UN mediation brought about a cease-fire on 1 January 1949.
India, however, rejected the arbitration arrangement put forward by the UN,
and the continuing dispute over Kashmir rendered close relations between
India and Pakistan impossible.

Under the January 1949 agreement, UN observers monitored the cease-
fire line. Pakistan was left in control of the north, known as Azad (free) Kash-
mir. India maintained control of the remainder, including Jammu, amounting
to nearly two-thirds of the state. The vote to decide Kashmir’s future called
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for by the UN never occurred. Negotiations took place intermittently between
India and Pakistan over Kashmir but with no tangible result. On 20 August
1953, Sheikh Mohammed Abdullah, the prime minister of Kashmir, and
Jawaharlal Nehru, the prime minister of India, reached agreement on a plebi-
scite regarding the future of Jammu, but India then withdrew its pledge and
imprisoned Abdullah. On 26 January 1957, India officially annexed Kashmir.
Pakistan protested this action, and the UN refused to recognize it.

The dispute continued and was a principal cause of war between India
and Pakistan in 1965. Border clashes in August led to major fighting in Sep-
tember. Large tank battles between the two sides resulted in stalemate. In a
UN-brokered cease-fire on 22 September, both sides agreed to withdraw to
the lines held on 5 August.

On 10 January 1966, India and Pakistan agreed to the Tashkent Decla-
ration, which reestablished the former cease-fire line but failed to provide
a permanent solution to the dispute between the two states. Hostilities
between India and Pakistan began anew in 1971, this time over the succes-
sion of East Pakistan (later Bangladesh) from West Pakistan.

Although the war was not fought over Kashmir, fighting did occur along
the cease-fire line. The war ended on 3 July 1972 with the Simla Agreement,
signed by Pakistani President Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto and Indian Prime Minister
Indira Gandhi. The agreement defined a new line of control in Kashmir, the
same basic line as before with only minor deviations. The line of control is
roughly 460 miles long and runs over extremely rugged terrain from Jammu
in the southwest through the Himalayas in the northeast. Again, this line was
monitored by UN observers. The agreement also called for Pakistan and
India to refrain from the use of force in Kashmir.

India currently controls 53,665 square miles of Kashmir, while Pakistan
administers nearly 32,358 square miles. The line between the two is moni-
tored by members of the UN Military Observer Group in India and Pakistan
(UNMOGIP). This team has been understaffed and insufficiently equipped
since 1950. The UN team has been unable to accurately assess the many
cease-fire violations claimed by Pakistan against India. For its part, India has
not claimed a cease-fire violation since 1972 and has also severely limited
UN observers from inspecting Indian-controlled areas. Violations mainly
consisted of small-arms and artillery fire. By 1989, a Pakistan-supported
insurgency in Indian Kashmir led to a rapid buildup of Indian forces in the
area. The number of forces in the area has been substantially inflated, and
India does not release information regarding its military forces. The insur-
gency and turmoil continue in the region.

Melissa Hebert and Spencer C. Tucker
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African nationalist leader and president of Zambia (1964–1991). Born at
Lubwa Mission in Chinsali, Northern Rhodesia (now Zambia), on 28 April
1924, Kenneth Kaunda attended the Munali Training Centre in Lusaka dur-
ing 1941–1943 and was a teacher and school headmaster during 1943–1951.

In 1951 Kaunda entered public life through a welfare association affili-
ated with the Northern Rhodesia African National Congress (NRANC), a
nationalist organization. In 1953 he was elected general secretary of NRANC.
Faced with the possible merger of Northern Rhodesia, Southern Rhodesia
(now Zimbabwe), and Nyasaland (now Malawi) under white leadership, he
joined other African nationalists in organizing mass demonstrations. In 1953
and again in 1956, he was jailed, albeit briefly, by colonial authorities.

In 1958 Kaunda broke with the NRANC to form the Zambia African
National Congress (ZANC). In 1959 ZANC was banned, and Kaunda was
imprisoned for nine months. He continued his political activities and in Jan-
uary 1964 was elected prime minister following sweeping political reforms
and a new constitution that would lead the country to independence. On
24 October 1964, Zambia became independent, with Kaunda as its first
president.

A socialist, Kaunda helped unify his country, but his economic policies
eventually visited considerable hardship on his people. He was, however, a
significant force in southern Africa regional politics and played a major role
in efforts to bring an end to the war in neighboring Rhodesia.

Sadly, Kaunda turned toward political repression to retain power. When
violence followed the 1968 elections, he banned all political parties except
his own, the United National Independence Party (UNIP). In spite of his
political orientation, his relations with communist nations were limited mainly
to contact with the People’s Republic of China (PRC), which helped build
the Tanzania-Zambia Railway allowing landlocked Zambia to increase exports
of its chief commodity, copper.

By the late 1980s, a faltering economy and calls for pluralistic elections
had begun to weaken the Kaunda regime, which had grown corrupt and arro-
gant. In 1991 multiparty elections were held, forcing Kaunda from office on
2 November 1991.

Peter Vale
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Finnish prime minister (1950–1953, 1954–1956) and president of Finland
(1956–1981). Born in Pielavesi on 3 September 1900, Urho Kekkonen studied
law at the University of Helsinki, receiving a bachelor’s degree in 1928 and a
doctorate in 1936. He became a successful journalist and for a time worked for
the Ministry of Agriculture. In 1933 he joined the Agrarian Party (renamed
the Center Party in 1965) and in 1936 was elected to parliament, becoming a
cabinet minister the same year.

Kekkonen had been involved in the execution of Red Guard prisoners
during the Finnish Civil War in 1918 and thus remained a hard-liner toward
the Soviet Union until the early 1940s. However, he realized during the
course of World War II that Finland could retain its independence only by
seeking accommodation with its powerful neighbor. As a minister of justice
after the war, Kekkonen was responsible for the highly unpopular trials of
wartime political leaders, which nevertheless helped to save Finland from
direct Soviet interference in domestic affairs.

As prime minister during 1950–1953 and again during 1954–1956,
Kekkonen developed his own foreign policy trajectory, which combined the
paradigm of maintaining good relations with the Soviet Union with the rhet-
oric of neutrality and the promotion of a Scandinavian security community
that steered clear of Cold War politics. Kekkonen was elected president in
February 1956 and served until October 1981, when poor health forced his
resignation.

As president, Kekkonen mastered both the Night Frost Crisis of 1958–
1959, when the Finnish Communist Party (SKDL) was prevented from join-
ing the government and the Soviet Union then imposed economic restric-
tions upon Finnish trade and recalled its ambassador, and the Note Crisis of
1961, when, following the Federal Republic of Germany’s (FRG, West Ger-
many) rearmament and increasing naval presence in the Baltic, the Soviets
demanded military consultations against the alleged threat in accordance
with the 1948 Treaty of Friendship, Cooperation, and Mutual Assistance.
But both instances can also be interpreted as Soviet promotion of Kekkonen
as the only Finnish leader capable of handling the difficult bilateral relations.
Kekkonen was unsuccessful in his attempt to establish a nuclear weapons–free
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zone in Scandinavia, and the Soviet Union refused to support his candidate,
Max Jakobson, for secretary-general of the United Nations (UN) in 1971
because this would have raised the stature of Finland in world affairs. Argu-
ably, Kekkonen’s greatest success was hosting the 1975 Conference on Secu-
rity and Cooperation in Europe, which resulted in the landmark Helsinki
Final Act. Kekkonen died in Helsinki on 31 August 1986.

Norbert Götz
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German political and human rights activist and leader and cofounder of the
German Green Party. Born in Günzburg, Bavaria, then part of the Federal
Republic of Germany (FRG, West Germany), on 29 November 1947, Petra
Karin Lehmann adopted her American stepfather’s last name of Kelly as a
young girl. First raised in Germany, she moved with her family to the United
States in 1960. She studied political science at American University in Wash-
ington, D.C., graduating in 1970.

During her time in the United States, Kelly was active in the U.S. civil
rights and anti–Vietnam War movements and worked as a volunteer for
the 1968 presidential campaigns of first Robert Kennedy and then Hubert
Humphrey. In 1971 she received an MA in political science from the Uni-
versity of Amsterdam. Two years later, she joined the administrative staff of
the European Community in Brussels. Beginning in the mid-1970s, she be-
came increasingly engaged in environmental, peace, and feminist activities
in West Germany.

In 1979, Kelly left the Social Democratic Party (SDP) and became one of
the founding members of the Green Party. Elected to the German Bundestag
as a Green member in 1983, Kelly became a staunch proponent of environ-
mental policies and vehemently objected to the placement of U.S. nuclear
missiles in West Germany. In 1982 she was awarded the annual alternative
Nobel Peace Prize.

Kelly had a reputation as a smart and sensitive activist who alterna-
tively confused and dazzled the West German public with her idealism and
charisma. She was a prominent fixture in the Green Party and a much-
sought-after speaker at peace and antinuclear rallies. Despite her uncompro-
mising stance on matters of disarmament, the environment, and nonviolent
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protest, she refrained from endorsing her party’s anti-American and pro-
socialist leanings.

In the late 1980s, Kelly lost influence with the Greens. In the wake of
German reunification, the Greens lost all their parliamentary seats in the 1990
elections, and Kelly became estranged from her political colleagues. After
the defeat, she largely withdrew from public life. On 1 October 1992, Kelly’s
partner, former Green Party deputy Gert Bastian, allegedly shot her to death
as she slept in their Bonn home. Bastian then took his own life.

Bernd Schaefer
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U.S. diplomat, Soviet expert, historian, and ambassador. Born in Milwaukee,
Wisconsin, on 16 February 1904, George Kennan attended Princeton Uni-
versity and joined the U.S. Foreign Service in 1926, undergoing intensive,
specialized Russian training at Berlin University and Riga.

As one of the State Department’s small coterie of Russian experts, Ken-
nan spent five years in the American embassy in Moscow, returning there
in 1944 as minister-counselor. Despite his distaste for the Soviet regime, as
World War II ended he recommended reassigning control of Eastern Europe
to the Soviets. His influential February 1946 “Long Telegram” argued that
the internal dynamics of Russian communism made genuine Soviet-Western
understanding unattainable. Widely circulated throughout the U.S. foreign
policy bureaucracy, it made him an instant celebrity.

From 1947 to 1949 Kennan headed the State Department’s Policy Plan-
ning Staff, exercising his greatest impact on American foreign policy by
enunciating the containment doctrine that became the basis of U.S. Cold
War strategy toward the Soviet Union. He later suggested that American offi-
cials misinterpreted his original version of containment by overemphasizing
the military aspects, which he regarded as secondary. His claim, which has
generated substantial historiographical debate, runs contrary to his policy-
making at the time, however.

Kennan soon found himself increasingly out of sync with the evolving
Cold War policies. In the late 1940s and again during the 1950s, he called for
the neutralization and unification of Germany, and he opposed the creation
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of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) in 1949. Although on
leave, Kennan initially supported U.S. intervention in the Korean War but
regretted the decision to carry the war into the Democratic People’s Republic
of Korea (DPRK, North Korea). In 1951 he took part in unofficial negotia-
tions with Soviet diplomats that led to the opening of armistice talks. In 1952
he was briefly ambassador to the Soviet Union, but his criticism of Josef
Stalin’s regime resulted in expulsion. Kennan then began a lengthy career as
a historian and political commentator.

Keen to encourage polycentrism within the communist world, Kennan
welcomed his 1951 appointment as ambassador to Yugoslavia, where he
remained until 1963. He applauded the manner in which President John F.
Kennedy and Soviet leader Nikita Khrushchev handled the Cuban Missile
Crisis and the Limited Test Ban Treaty. Kennan believed that American pre-
occupation with Vietnam distracted officials from pursuing détente with the
Soviets. He applauded French President Charles de Gaulle’s initiatives toward
détente and called for Western recognition of the German Democratic Re-
public (GDR, East Germany). Initially outraged by the 1968 Soviet invasion
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of Czechoslovakia, Kennan demanded massive American troop reinforce-
ments in Western Europe but soon endorsed Federal Republic of Germany
(FRG, West Germany) Chancellor Willy Brandt’s Ostpolitik.

Kennan initially showed little interest in Vietnam. In 1950 he had urged
American attempts to encourage noncommunist, nationalist “third forces” in
Indochina but by 1955 had grown pessimistic that such endeavors would
succeed. Despite misgivings, he endorsed President Lyndon B. Johnson’s
1964 Tonkin Gulf Resolution. Johnson’s subsequent escalation of the war
convinced Kennan that the United States was too heavily involved in a coun-
try of relatively slight strategic significance. He suggested that the United
States restrict itself to defending strategic enclaves and supporting the Re-
public of Vietnam (RVN, South Vietnam) government. During widely pub-
licized congressional hearings in 1967, he argued that employing the force
levels needed to ensure victory in Vietnam would likely trigger Chinese
intervention and full-scale, probably nuclear, Sino-American war. By No-
vember 1969 he publicly advocated American military withdrawal, notwith-
standing the probability that the communists would then take over South
Vietnam.

In 1967 and 1972 Kennan published two volumes of best-selling confes-
sional memoirs. He continued to write well into his nineties, frequently
warning against the American tendency to intervene in nations and conflicts
of little direct strategic interest and suggesting that wider concerns, partic-
ularly the environment, population growth, and arms control, were of far
greater importance. During the late 1960s he opposed the eastward expan-
sion of NATO, and in 2003 he condemned the forthcoming U.S. invasion of
Iraq. Kennan died in Princeton, New Jersey, on 17 March 2005.

Priscilla Roberts

See also
Acheson, Dean Gooderham; Arms Control; Brandt, Willy; Central Intelligence

Agency; Containment Policy; Cuban Missile Crisis; Détente; Dulles, John Fos-
ter; Kennedy, John Fitzgerald; Khrushchev, Nikita; Korean War; Nitze, Paul
Henry; Nixon, Richard Milhous; North Atlantic Treaty Organization, Origins
and Formation of; Ostpolitik; Soviet Union; Stalin, Josef; Truman, Harry S.;
Vietnam; Vietnam War

References
Bucklin, Steven J. Realism and American Foreign Policy: Wilsonians and the Kennan-

Morgenthau Thesis. Westport, CT: Praeger, 2001.
Gellman, Barton D. Contending with Kennan: Toward a Philosophy of American Power.

New York: Praeger, 1984.
Hixson, Walter L. George F. Kennan: Cold War Iconoclast. New York: Columbia Univer-

sity Press, 1989.
Kennan, George F. Around the Cragged Hill: A Personal and Political Philosophy. New

York: Norton, 1994.
———. Sketches from a Life. New York: Pantheon, 1990.
Mayers, David. George Kennan and the Dilemmas of US Foreign Policy. New York: Oxford

University Press, 1988.

Kennan, George Frost 1103



Miscamble, Wilson D. George F. Kennan and the Making of American Foreign Policy,
1947–1950. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1992.

Stephanson, Anders. Kennan and the Art of Foreign Policy. Cambridge: Harvard Uni-
versity Press, 1989.

U.S. congressman (1946–1952), senator (1953–1961), and president of the
United States (1961–1963). John F. Kennedy was born in Brookline, Massa-
chusetts, on 29 May 1917 into a large and wealthy Irish Catholic family. His
father, Joseph P. Kennedy, was a multimillionaire with presidential aspira-
tions, and his mother, Rose Fitzgerald, came from a prominent and politi-
cally active Boston family. After attending the elite Choate Preparatory School
in Wallingford, Connecticut, Kennedy earned his bachelor’s degree from Har-
vard University in 1940. He also spent six months of his junior year working
in the U.S. London embassy while his father was U.S. ambassador to Great
Britain. His observations during this time inspired his senior honors thesis on
British foreign policies, which was published the year he graduated under
the title Why England Slept. During World War II Kennedy served four years
in the U.S. Navy. He was awarded the Navy and Marine Corps Medals and
the Purple Heart for action as commander of PT-109, which was rammed and
sunk by a Japanese destroyer in the South Pacific.

Kennedy worked for a brief time as a newspaper correspondent before
entering national politics at the age of twenty-nine, winning election as Demo-
cratic congressman from Massachusetts in 1946. In Congress, he backed social
legislation that benefited his largely working-class constituents and criticized
what he considered to be President Harry Truman’s “weak stand” against
communist China. Throughout his career, in fact, Kennedy was known for
his vehement anticommunist sentiments.

Kennedy won election to the U.S. Senate in 1952. In 1953 he wed the
New York socialite Jacqueline Bouvier. Kennedy had a relatively undistin-
guished Senate career. Never a well man, he suffered from several serious
health problems, including a back operation in 1955 that nearly killed him.
His illnesses limited his ability to become an activist senator. While he recu-
perated from his back surgery, he wrote—with his wife’s assistance—his
second book, Profiles in Courage, for which he won the 1957 Pulitzer Prize in
history.

Despite his fragile health and lackluster performance in the Senate,
Kennedy nonetheless was reelected in 1958 after losing a close contest for
the vice presidential nomination at the Democratic National Convention in
1956. He now set his sights on the presidency. Four years later, he won the
Democratic nomination for president on the first ballot. As a northerner and
Roman Catholic, he recognized his weakness in the South and shrewdly
chose Senator Lyndon Baines Johnson of Texas as his running mate. As a
candidate, Kennedy promised more aggressive defense policies, health care
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reform, and housing and civil rights programs. He also pro-
posed his New Frontier agenda, designed to revitalize the
flagging U.S. economy and to bring young people into
government and humanitarian service. Winning by the
narrowest of margins, he became the nation’s first Roman
Catholic president. Only forty-three years old, he was also
the youngest man ever to be elected to that office.

In his inaugural address, Kennedy spoke of the need
for Americans to be active citizens and to sacrifice for the
common good. His address, which in some respects was a
rather bellicose call to arms, ended with the now-famous
exhortation “ask not what your country can do for you—ask
what you can do for your country.” As president, Kennedy
set out to fulfill his campaign pledges. Once in office, he
was forced to respond to the ever-more-urgent demands of
civil rights advocates, although he did so rather reluctantly
and tardily. By establishing both the Alliance for Progress
and the Peace Corps, Kennedy delivered American ideal-
ism and goodwill to aid developing countries.

Despite Kennedy’s idealism, no amount of enthusiasm
could blunt the growing tension of the U.S.-Soviet Cold War
rivalry. One of his first attempts to stanch the perceived
communist threat was to authorize a band of American-
supported Cuban exiles to invade the communist island in
an attempt to overthrow Fidel Castro in April 1961. The
Bay of Pigs invasion, which turned into an embarrassing
debacle for the president, had been planned by the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency (CIA) under the Dwight Eisenhower administration.
Although Kennedy harbored reservations about the operation, he nonethe-
less approved it. The failure heightened already-high Cold War tensions with
the Soviets and ultimately set the stage for the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962.

Cold War confrontation was not limited to Cuba. In the spring of 1961,
the Soviet Union renewed its campaign to control West Berlin. Kennedy
spent two days in Vienna in June 1961 discussing the hot-button issue with
Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev. In the months that followed, the crisis
over Berlin was further intensified by the construction of the Berlin Wall,
which prevented East Berliners from escaping to the West. Kennedy re-
sponded to the provocation by reinforcing troops in the Federal Republic of
Germany (FRG, West Germany) and increasing the nation’s military strength.
The Berlin Wall, unwittingly perhaps, eased tensions in Central Europe that
had nearly resulted in a superpower conflagration. In the meantime,
Kennedy had begun deploying what would be some 16,000 U.S. military
“advisors” to prop up Ngo Dinh Diem’s regime in the Republic of Vietnam
(RVN, South Vietnam). In so doing, Kennedy had put the United States on
the slippery slope of full-scale military intervention in Vietnam.

With the focus directed away from Europe, the Soviets began to clandes-
tinely install nuclear missiles in Cuba. On 14 October 1962, U.S. spy planes
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photographed the construction of missile-launching sites in Cuba. The place-
ment of nuclear missiles only 90 miles from America’s shores threatened to
destabilize the Western Hemisphere and undermine the uneasy Cold War
nuclear deterrent. Kennedy imposed a naval quarantine on Cuba, designed
to interdict any offensive weapons bound for the island. The world held its
collective breath as the two Cold War superpowers appeared perched on the
abyss of thermonuclear war, but after thirteen harrowing days of fear and
nuclear threat, the Soviet Union agreed to remove the missiles. In return, the
United States pledged not to preemptively invade Cuba and to remove
secretly its obsolete nuclear missiles from Turkey.

Both Kennedy and Khrushchev had been sobered by the Cuban Missile
Crisis, realizing that the world had come as close as it ever had to a full-scale
nuclear war. Cold War tensions were diminished when the Soviets, British,
and Americans signed the Limited Nuclear Test Ban Treaty on 5 August
1963, forbidding atmospheric testing of nuclear weapons. In October 1963,
the same three nations agreed to refrain from placing nuclear weapons in
outer space. To avoid potential misunderstandings and miscalculations in a
future crisis, a hotline was installed that directly linked the Oval Office with
the Kremlin.

Following the nerve-wracking Cuban Missile Crisis, Kennedy looked
toward 1963 with considerable enthusiasm. He told close advisors that after
the election, he planned to draw down U.S. forces in Vietnam. He was also
buoyed by his successful efforts to reduce Cold War tensions, and he began
planning his 1964 reelection campaign by visiting constituents around the
nation. In an effort to mediate between warring conservative and liberal
Democratic Party factions in Texas, a state that was vital to his reelection, in
November 1963 Kennedy embarked on a whirlwind tour of the state with his
wife and vice president in tow. On 22 November in Dallas, Texas, just as
Kennedy’s motorcade neared the end of its course and as onlookers cheered,
shots rang out. Kennedy, riding in an open car, was fatally wounded by an
assassin’s bullet. In the hours immediately after the murder, Lee Harvey
Oswald was arrested for the assassination of the president. Two days later, as
the president’s body lay in state at the U.S. Capitol, Jack Ruby fatally shot
Oswald in the basement of the Dallas police station as millions of Americans
watched the latest bizarre event on television in dazed horror. In a great
national outpouring of grief, Kennedy was laid to rest in Arlington National
Cemetery on 25 November 1963.

Lacie A. Ballinger
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U.S. attorney general (1961–1964), U.S. senator (1965–1968), and chief advi-
sor to his brother, President John F. Kennedy (1961–1963). Born in Boston,
Massachusetts, on 20 November 1925, Robert F. Kennedy was the seventh
child of Joseph P. Kennedy, multimillionaire business tycoon and ambassa-
dor to Great Britain. Robert Kennedy served in the U.S. Navy Reserve dur-
ing 1944–1946 before graduating from Harvard University in 1948. In 1951
he earned a law degree from the University of Virginia. He began his legal
career as an attorney in the Criminal Division of the U.S. Department of Jus-
tice in 1951.

In 1952 Kennedy managed his brother John’s successful U.S. senatorial
campaign. After the campaign, he served as assistant counsel and counsel to
various U.S. Senate committees and subcommittees before becoming chief
counsel to the Senate Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor
and Management Field during 1957–1960. Kennedy made a name for him-
self there by doggedly countering the testimony of hostile witnesses, includ-
ing Teamsters Union leader James “Jimmy” Hoffa.

A canny and scrappy politico, Kennedy left his Senate position in 1960
to manage John Kennedy’s successful presidential campaign. Following the
1960 election, President-elect Kennedy appointed his younger brother to his
cabinet as U.S. attorney general. Despite charges of nepotism, Robert Ken-
nedy proved to be a forceful and highly effective attorney general. He was
especially successful in dealing with a number of potentially explosive situ-
ations involving the burgeoning civil rights movement.

Robert Kennedy was also President Kennedy’s closest advisor. This rela-
tionship proved vital as U.S.-Soviet tensions peaked in 1962. Robert Kennedy
played a key role in advising the president on the ill-fated 1961 Bay of Pigs
invasion, the October 1962 Cuban Missile Crisis, and the deteriorating mili-
tary and political situation in the Republic of Vietnam (RVN, South Vietnam).

After President Kennedy’s assassination in November 1963, Robert
Kennedy resigned his cabinet post in the autumn of 1964 to run for a seat
in the U.S. Senate, representing New York. Sworn into the Senate in January
1965, he proved to be a vigorous advocate of social reform and minority
rights and became particularly well known as a spokesman for the poor and
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underprivileged. Although he had initially supported his
brother’s increasing military and economic aid to South
Vietnam, he became sharply critical of President Lyndon B.
Johnson’s steep escalation of the war. By 1968, Kennedy
was proposing the formation of a new South Vietnamese
coalition government that would have included the com-
munist Viet Cong. He also urged the rapid draw-down
of U.S. troops in Vietnam, who numbered some 500,000
in 1968.

Urged to run for the Democratic presidential nomina-
tion in 1968, Kennedy declined until Johnson dropped out
of the running in early March. On 16 March 1968, Ken-
nedy declared his presidential candidacy. He conducted
an energetic and finely focused campaign and won a series
of primary victories, culminating in California on 4 June
1968. That night, after addressing his supporters at the
Ambassador Hotel in Los Angeles, he was shot at point-
blank range by Jordanian American Sirhan B. Sirhan. Suf-
fering from a devastating head wound, Kennedy lay in a
coma until he died on 6 June 1968. He was forty-two years
old. Sirhan was apprehended at the scene and later con-
victed of murder. As was his brother John F. Kennedy,
Robert Kennedy was interred in Arlington National Ceme-
tery. Included in his many accomplishments are two widely
read posthumous publications, Thirteen Days: A Memoir of
the Cuban Missile Crisis (1969) and To Seek a Newer World
(1969).

Lacie A. Ballinger
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A nonaligned, developing nation in east-central Africa. With a 1945 popula-
tion of approximately 5.4 million people, Kenya covers 224,961 square miles,
roughly twice the area of the U.S. state of Nevada. It is bordered by the
Indian Ocean and Tanzania to the south, Sudan and Ethiopia to the north,
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Uganda to the west, and Somalia to the east. Prior to the late nineteenth cen-
tury, when Britain took control of the region, Kenya was a land with small
and scattered tribal groups, including the Kikuyu, Kamba, Luo, and Masai.
Although they have become increasingly Westernized, distinct tribal identi-
ties persist. At the 1885 Berlin Conference, which established spheres of
influence in eastern Africa, Germany received the concession to modern-day
Tanzania, while Britain received Uganda and Kenya. Uganda became a pro-
tectorate in 1893, and Kenya was classified as a protectorate in 1895.

The British went first to Uganda, using Indian laborers to build a
Mombassa-to-Kampala railway for easier movement of natural resources. The
British then turned to Kenya, establishing white-owned plantations on for-
mer African tribal lands, although only 7 percent of Kenya’s land was arable.
By 1915, the British owned most of the good land, while the natives were seg-
regated on the largely unusable holdings. The maldistribution of land con-
tinues to this day, exacerbating Kenya’s intractable unemployment problems.

In the 1920s the economic difficulties of African Kenyans led to the for-
mation of nationalist organizations. Jomo Kenyatta went to England in 1929
to begin negotiating independence on behalf of the Kikuyu Central Associ-
ation (KCA). Service in the military during World War II enhanced Kenyan
conscripts’ political awareness. As a result, in 1944 African Kenyans received
the limited right to political participation. Soon after the war, however, guer-
rilla groups formed, bent on expelling the whites and eliminating all vestiges
of colonial rule. The most significant of these was the Mau Mau, who took an
oath to forcefully expel British occupiers and eliminate Africans who cooper-
ated with or benefited from colonialism.

The British colonial government declared a state of emergency on 19
October 1952 and arrested Kenyatta, Achieng Oneko, and other nationalists
the next day. In response, the Mau Mau uprising began. During the rebel-
lion, 13,423 Africans were killed, with thousands more wounded. Only a
few dozen Asians and Europeans died. The African casualty rates were so
high because the British employed a Home Guard composed of Kamba and
Kalenjin tribesmen against the Mau Mau, who were mostly Kikuyu, Meru,
and Embu. Outnumbered and outgunned, the Mau Mau fought a vicious
guerrilla war from the shelter of the forests of Mount Kenya and the Aber-
dare Mountains, slowly gathering support from other tribes. From prison,
Kikuyu leader Kenyatta wrote letters that advanced Kenyan nationalism and
evoked world sympathy.

Harsh conditions in detention camps also led to many deaths. Among
the detainees were leaders of the Kenya African Union (KAU), the organiza-
tion that replaced the KCA. British-led forces finally killed Mau Mau leader
Dedan Kimathi, and with the movement now in disarray, the British pre-
vailed in 1956.

Although the rebellion failed, it greatly alarmed both the white settlers
and the administration, which declared a state of emergency, allowed African
access to farmlands, and attempted to create an African middle class. Direct
elections to the Legislative Council began in 1957. The British lifted the state
of emergency in 1960 and held a conference with African leaders concerning
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the country’s future. One agreement guaranteed that the Africans would
have a voice in their government.

The KAU became the Kenyan African National Union (KANU) under
Kenyatta, who had been released from prison in 1961. In a contest with the
minority Kenya African Democratic Union (KADU), which represented a
coalition of small tribes who feared domination by the larger tribes, the KANU
won the elections in 1963, the same year that Kenya became an independent
state, with Kenyatta as its president. In 1964, KADU became part of KANU.

Opposition to Kenyatta’s rule came from the Left in 1966, with the for-
mation of the Kenya People’s Union (KPU) under the Luo elder Jaramogi
Oginga Odinga, a former Kenya vice president. When a visit by Kenyatta to
Nyanza Province caused political unrest, he banned the KPU and detained
Odinga until he agreed to join KANU, which became the single lawful polit-
ical party in Kenya after opposition parties were outlawed in 1969. Assassi-
nated opposition leaders included Tom Mboya in 1969 and Kariuki in 1975.
Rioting after the assassinations led to government crackdowns.

When Kenyatta died in August 1978, Vice President Daniel Arap Moi
became interim president. He was subsequently elected head of KANU and
then president that October. Moi’s rule was autocratic and repressive. When
air force officers attempted a coup in 1982, Moi broke up the air force and
established a new one, and Kenya became a one-party state. Faced with
growing dissent and the threat of a breakaway second party, Moi modified
the constitution to specify a single party, formalizing Kenyatta’s prohibition.
In 1990 the foreign minister, Robert Ouko, was assassinated after he threat-
ened to name corrupt ministers. Because of its corruption and repression, the
World Bank and other international donors withheld foreign aid.

After the one-party provision of the constitution was repealed in 1991,
multiparty elections took place in December 1992. Although Moi won another
five-year term and KANU held parliament, the opposition garnered 45 per-
cent of the vote. Reforms in 1997 expanded the number of parties from
eleven to twenty-six, but Moi won yet another term, while his party held on
to a narrow majority.

Although Moi improved relations with neighboring Somalia and Tanzania,
Kenya failed to prosper economically. Kenya experienced negative economic
growth in the early 1990s, an upswing during 1995–1996, then renewed slug-
gishness despite economic liberalization and assistance from international
sources such as the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank.
Under Moi, Kenya’s government was unstable, reform was intermittent,
infrastructure was inefficient, and social problems included violence, high
birthrates, and an AIDS epidemic.

John H. Barnhill
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Educator, anticolonial activist, Kenyan politician, prime minister (1963–1964),
and Kenya’s first president (1964–1978). Born in Ng’enda in the Gatandu
Division of Kiambu, Jomo Kenyatta’s exact birth date has never been firmly
established, although it is believed he was born on 20 October between the
years 1889 and 1893. Kenyatta’s birth name was Kamau wa Ngengi. In 1914
he was christened Johnston Kamau, but he later changed his name to John-
ston Kenyatta, finally calling himself Jomo Kenyatta. He grew up on a farm
in the Kimbu District and was educated at the Scottish Mission Centre in
Thogoto.

In the early 1920s Kenyatta moved to Nairobi, where he worked as a
storekeeper before securing a position with the Nairobi City Council water
department. In 1928 the Kikuyu Central Association (KCA),
a political organization that called upon Kenya’s British
colonial rulers to grant more rights to the country’s Kikuyu
tribe, asked Kenyatta to become its spokesman. As general
secretary of the KCA, he edited the organization’s news-
paper and increased its membership.

In 1929, Kenyatta traveled to London on an official
mission to discuss the KCA’s grievances with the British
government. A second trip to Europe in 1931 marked the
beginning of a self-imposed sixteen-year exile, during which
he continued his education at the Woodbrooke Quaker
College (1931–1932) in Birmingham, England; the Univer-
sity of the Toilers of the East in Moscow (1932–1933); and
the University of London (1935–1937). During his stay in
Europe, he established contacts with numerous African
anticolonial activists. In 1938 he published Facing Mount
Kenya, an anthropological study that refuted the assump-
tion that Kikuyu culture was inferior to that of white Euro-
peans. Seven years later, he attended the fifth Pan-African
Conference in Manchester as a representative of East
Africa.

In 1946 Kenyatta returned to Kenya, where he con-
tinued to be involved in politics. In 1947, while working
as the principal of Koinange’s Teacher Training College at
Githunguri, he was elected president of the newly formed
Kenya African Union (KAU), a political organization that
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called for an end to colonial rule. But Kenyatta’s plan to mobilize grass-roots
support for KAU’s political program failed, as organizers of the militant Mau
Mau movement managed to recruit an increasing number of supporters.
Although Kenyatta repeatedly denounced the violent strategies of the secre-
tive Mau Mau movement, British authorities arrested him in 1952 for alleged
involvement with the militant movement and sentenced him to seven years
in prison. Following his release in 1959, the British colonial government
nonetheless continued to hold Kenyatta in custody.

In 1961 Kenyatta was finally released and shortly thereafter became a
member of the colonial legislative council. By that time, political reforms
and the country’s growing nationalist movement had finally paved the way
for Kenya’s independence. Kenyatta led negotiations with British authorities
over self-government and became the new nation’s first prime minister in
June 1963. On 12 December 1964, he became the country’s first president, a
post that he would retain until his death.

As prime minister and during the early tenure of his presidency, Ken-
yatta first sought to improve the strained relations between Africans and
European settlers. By 1969, when Kenyatta was reelected as president, he
had established a one-party state by agreement and a capitalist economy
that protected property rights and allowed for foreign investment. He also
launched an ambitious program to improve Kenya’s educational and medical
infrastructure. The president’s domestic agenda translated into robust eco-
nomic growth until the 1970s. In foreign politics, Kenyatta advocated a pro-
Western stance and maintained amicable ties with the United States and
European nations. During the last years of his life, the aging leader gradually
withdrew from the political spotlight. Kenyatta died on 22 August 1978 in
Mombasa.

Simon Wendt
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American writer who coined the term “Beat Generation” to describe the
restless, discontent group of young intellectuals in the 1950s. Born in Low-
ell, Massachusetts, on 12 March 1922, Jean Louis “Jack” Kerouac attended
Catholic parochial schools and the Horace Mann School in New York City
before winning a scholarship to Columbia University in 1940.
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Kerouac soon left Columbia to experience a wide variety of jobs, places,
and experiences. Throughout his life he often returned to Lowell, where he
lived with his mother, who supported him financially. In 1942 Kerouac again
briefly attended Columbia, his nearby apartment becoming a meeting place
for many promising young intellectuals, including William S. Burroughs and
Allen Ginsberg. While Kerouac became the Beat movement’s main novelist,
Ginsberg went on to become its chief poet.

Kerouac was for a time in the merchant marine. He joined the U.S. Navy
in 1943 but was given a psychiatric discharge after several months. During
much of 1943–1950 he traveled throughout the United States and Mexico
working a variety of jobs and spending time in Lowell, where he wrote a
book about his boyhood, The Town and the City. Its publication in 1950 earned
him literary recognition.

Kerouac had already begun a new book using a more spontaneous pro-
cess that eschewed the customary practice of writing. Seeking to capture the
spontaneity and emotions of his 1943–1950 wanderings, he bought twenty-
foot rolls of art paper, taped the ends together, and over a three-week span
furiously typed—without editing—until he believed that he was finished.
The publication of this work, On the Road, in 1957 led to Kerouac being
heralded as a major new American writer. His writing style might best be
described as a purposeful stream of consciousness. His writings were espe-
cially influential among the young and inspired many to drop out of estab-
lished society and abandon the pursuit of material wealth.

Kerouac’s next novel, The Dharma Bums (1958), described the years
between finishing On the Road and its publication. At this point, Kerouac
reportedly had six more novels already written, including The Subterraneans,
Doctor Sax, and Maggie Cassidy, published in quick succession during 1958–
1959. They drew praise for their freshness and criticism for their seeming
randomness.

The last decade of Kerouac’s life was characterized by hard drinking and
fast living, but the author did write other books, including Desolation Angels
(1966) and Satori in Paris (1967). Kerouac died in St. Petersburg, Florida, on
21 October 1969.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Cambodian communist organization and guerrilla force that ruled Cambodia
during 1975–1979. Cambodian Prince Sihanouk originally applied the term
“Khmer Rouge” (Red Khmer) to all internal left-wing opponents. The
Khmer People’s Revolutionary Party (KPRP) was founded in 1953 under the
influence of the Indochinese Communist Party. To escape Sihanouk’s sup-
pression of leftist factions, the KPRP resorted to underground activities. In
1966 it changed its name to the Communist Party of Kampuchea but con-
tinued to be known as the Khmer Rouge.

Following Cambodian Premier Lon Nol’s coup d’état on 18 March 1970,
the Khmer Rouge joined Sihanouk’s National United Front of Kampuchea
(FUNK) in resisting the new government and received military support
from both the People’s Republic of China (PRC) and the Democratic Repub-
lic of Vietnam (DRV, North Vietnam). Although Sihanouk was the nominal
head of the National Unity government of Cambodia, he remained in Beijing.
Khmer Rouge leader Khieu Samphan exercised real power.

In November 1973 Khmer Rouge forces blockaded Phnom Penh, but
at the end of February 1974 Lon Nol’s Forces Armées Nationales Khmer
(FANK, National Khmer Armed Forces), secretly supplied by the U.S. Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency (CIA), pushed them back from the capital. In the
second half of 1974, however, the less-well-armed but better-led Khmer Rouge
came to control the countryside. With only about 70,000 troops, it lacked the
strength for an offensive against the cities. The much larger FANK of some
200,000 men controlled the towns but, plagued by poor leadership, low
morale, and corruption, was unable to undertake aggressive action in the
rural areas. U.S. congressional restrictions of December 1974 on aid to Cam-
bodia adversely affected FANK’s fighting ability.

In January 1975 the Khmer Rouge received sufficient North Vietnamese
assistance to launch a major offensive against the FANK and soon had cut off
land and Mekong River access to Phnom Penh. Lon Nol resigned, and on
17 April Khmer Rouge troops took control of the city. The economy was in
ruins. Few schools and hospitals were operating, and half of the population
had been uprooted from their homes. But far worse lay ahead. Khmer Rouge
leaders renamed the country Kampuchea, emptied the cities, and attempted
to take the country back into the Middle Ages, herding the people into agri-
cultural communes and initiating a reign of terror that has few precedents in
history.

Under the leadership of Pol Pot, Khieu Samphan, and others, the Khmer
Rouge severely restricted access to medical care, education, and religious
observances. Intellectuals and the elite were brutally repressed, and thousands
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of people were separated from their families and denied adequate food. The
people were forced to perform hard physical labor in agriculture or in the
building of waterways, dams, and other infrastructure. Thousands were tor-
tured and then executed. A Yale University study on Cambodian genocide
concluded that as many as 1.7 million of Cambodia’s 8 million inhabitants
died during 1976–1979 in one of the most horrific genocides in history.

Following border clashes between the Khmer Rouge and Vietnamese
troops and atrocities committed against ethnic Vietnamese in Cambodia, on
25 December 1978 Vietnamese forces invaded Cambodia and on 7 January
1979 captured Phnom Penh. The Khmer Rouge then conducted a guerrilla
war against the occupiers and the Vietnamese-installed government. Although
the Vietnamese occupation ended the wholesale bloodshed in Cambodia,
much of the international community, including the United States, con-
demned it. Only the Soviet bloc recognized the Vietnamese-sponsored
People’s Republic of Kampuchea (PRK) under Heng Samrin. The United
States and the PRC both supported Pol Pot’s Democratic Kampuchea.

Vietnamese forces finally departed Cambodia in 1989, and in October
1991 a peace agreement, to which the Khmer Rouge was a party, was signed
in Paris. However, the Khmer Rouge boycotted the general election carried
out in May 1993 under the provisional government, supervised by the United
Nations (UN), and continued its guerrilla activities with the support of Thai
generals. In 1994 the new Cambodian government declared the Khmer
Rouge illegal and within four years had eliminated major Khmer Rouge
strongholds. Most of the senior Khmer Rouge leadership surrendered. The
government then resisted international pressure to bring them to trial.

Kosuge Margaret Nobuko and Spencer C. Tucker
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Iranian Muslim cleric, head of the antishah revolution (1979–1980), founder
of the first modern Islamic republic (1980), and leader of Iran (1980–1989).
Born in Khomein, a village near Tehran, on 17 May 1900, Seyyed Ruhollah
Musavi Khomeini, as with his father, pursued theological studies, attained the
rank of ayatollah, and ultimately became an Islamic jurist.
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For decades, Khomeini watched passively as Shah of
Iran Mohammad Reza Pahlavi promoted secularization
and restricted the influence of clerical powers. Khomeini
also remained detached from the crisis of the early 1950s,
as the shah turned to the United States for assistance. In
1953, the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) engineered a
coup against a popularly elected government and brought
the shah back to power.

A disciple of Iran’s preeminent cleric Ayatollah Mo-
hammed Boroujerdi, who was a defender of the tradition
of clerical deference to established power, Khomeini took
over this role in 1962 following Boroujerdi’s death and
began a sharply antagonistic campaign against the shah.
That same year, the shah passed a bill that permitted
municipal officials to take oaths of office on whatever holy
scripture they preferred. This move deeply offended Kho-
meini and other Islamic fundamentalists, who considered
the Koran to be the only appropriate scripture for such
occasions. In January 1963 Khomeini issued a strongly
worded declaration denouncing the shah and his plans.

Condemning Iran’s ties with Israel, Khomeini also
called a proposal to permit American servicemen in Iran to
be tried in U.S. military courts “a document for Iran’s

enslavement.” After several arrests, in 1964 Khomeini was finally banished
to Turkey. He was then allowed to relocate to the Shiite holy city of Najaf,
Iraq. In exile, he became the recognized leader of the antishah funda-
mentalist opposition. While in exile, he shaped a revolutionary doctrine.
Condemning the shah’s dependence on the United States and his blatant
secularism, Khomeini called for the creation of an Iranian clerical state.

In 1978, unrest began to spread throughout Iran. Islamic fundamental-
ists were joined by students and others disaffected with the shah’s heavy-
handed rule, state-sanctioned police brutality, and a corrupt bureaucracy. By
the end of the year, a host of student-led protests shook the shah, who was
then ailing with cancer. Members of the middle class also began to demand
the shah’s ouster. On 3 January 1979 Shapur Bakhtiyar of the National Front
was appointed prime minister. Ten days later, the shah left Iran.

In February 1979, Khomeini became Iran’s unquestioned leader. He
ended the brief parliamentary experiment and ordered an Assembly of
Experts—a group of high-ranking Islamic clerics—to draft an Islamic con-
stitution that would establish and enforce religious law. In November 1979
Khomeini’s partisans, most of them young college students, seized the U.S.
embassy in Tehran and held fifty-two Americans there hostage for 444 days.
The affair led to extremely tense U.S.-Iranian relations and ultimately con-
tributed to President Jimmy Carter’s electoral loss in 1980.

In the remaining ten years of his life, Khomeini consolidated his power,
proving fully as ruthless as the shah. He instituted a strict regime of Islamic
law and suspended the criminal justice system in favor of religious courts.
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One of the modern era’s most influential revolutionary
leaders, Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini used the Islamic
Revolution of 1979 to infuse a fundamentalist Islamic cru-
sading sentiment into the Iranian state. (Bettmann/Corbis)



He also tried to export his revolution by calling for Islamic revolutions
throughout the Middle East.

In September 1980 Iraq’s Saddam Hussein attacked Iran, hoping for a
quick victory and access to Iran’s rich oil fields. Hussein believed that the
political chaos in Iran would ease both the invasion and occupation, but he
badly miscalculated. Khomeini and his followers saw the Iraqi invasion as a
holy war and rallied the Iranian people in a fanatical defense of the country.
Khomeini was disdainful of Hussein’s secular regime. The war dragged on
until 1988, bringing staggering casualties and great suffering to both sides.

Meanwhile, life in Khomeini’s Iran was repressive, particularly for those
who did not subscribe to its fundamentalist tenets. Khomeini encouraged a
veritable personality cult by the late 1980s, while harsh punishments were
meted out to those who did not adhere to the strict Islamic laws enforced by
the state. Reports of wholesale human rights abuses, including torture, were
attributed to the Islamic regime. In early 1989, Khomeini precipitated an
international uproar when he publicly called for the murder of the writer and
novelist Salman Rushdie, who, Khomeini charged, had committed blas-
phemy in his book The Satanic Verses. As the fatwa against Rushdie continued
to create controversy, Khomeini became gravely ill and died on 2 June 1989
in Tehran.

Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr. and Luc Stenger
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Soviet politician, first secretary of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
(CPSU) during 1953–1954, and premier of the Soviet Union during 1958–
1964. Born on 17 April 1894 in Kalinovka, Kursk Province, to a peasant
family, Nikita Sergeyevich Khrushchev worked beginning at age fifteen as a
pipe fitter in various mines near his home. His factory work exempted him
from wartime service. In 1918 he joined the Russian Communist Party.

In 1919 Khrushchev became a political commissar in the Red Army,
accompanying troops fighting both the Poles and Lithuanians. In 1922 he
returned to school and completed his education. In 1925 he became Com-
munist Party secretary of the Petrovosko-Mariinsk District. Early recogniz-
ing the importance of Communist Party Secretary Josef Stalin, Khrushchev
nurtured a friendship with Stalin’s associate and party secretary in Ukraine,
Lars Kaganovich, who helped him secure a full-time party post in the Moscow
city party apparatus in 1931.
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By 1935 Khrushchev was secretary-general of the Mos-
cow Communist Party, in effect mayor of the capital. In
1938 he became a candidate (nonvoting member) of the
Politburo, and in 1939 he was a full member. He was one of
few senior party officials to survive Stalin’s Great Purges.
After the German invasion of the Soviet Union in June
1941, Khrushchev was made a lieutenant general and placed
in charge of resistance in Ukraine and relocating heavy in-
dustry eastward.

With the Red Army’s liberation of Ukraine, Khrush-
chev took charge of that region. This led to his first clash
with Stalin. With Ukraine suffering major food shortages
in 1946, Khrushchev concentrated on efforts to increase
agricultural production, while Stalin wanted emphasis to
be on heavy industry. As a consequence, Stalin demoted
Khrushchev. By 1949, however, Khrushchev was back in
favor in his previous post as head of the Communist Party
machinery in Moscow. In 1952, at the 19th Party Congress,
Khrushchev received the assignment of drawing up a new
party structure, which led to the replacement of the old
Politburo by the Presidium of the Central Committee.
Khrushchev benefited from this change as one of the power-
ful committee secretaries.

Following Stalin’s death on 5 March 1953, a brief
power struggle ensued, with no one person on the ten-
member Presidium dominating. Khrushchev did not appear
to be a likely choice for supreme power, but on 14 March,
when Georgy Malenkov suddenly resigned as secretary
of the Central Committee, Khrushchev succeeded him.

Malenkov, however, retained his post as head of the party. Shortly thereafter,
another Khrushchev rival, Lavrenty Beria, was removed from authority and
executed. Over the next four years, Malenkov and Khrushchev struggled
over who would dominate the Soviet state. Khrushchev had taken respon-
sibility for Soviet agriculture, and by 1953 he registered considerable suc-
cesses in that vital sector of the economy. His Virgin Lands program the next
year opened new agricultural lands in Kazakhstan and western Siberia. Early
successes in that region assisted his rise to power, although they were only
temporary. Unpredictable climatic conditions and overuse of chemical fertil-
izers undermined the program after he was in power.

Meanwhile, Malenkov advocated increases in consumer goods to benefit
the Soviet people. Hard-liners in the party leadership and military opposed
this and sought continued concentration in heavy industry and increases
in defense spending. Khrushchev took the tactical decision to side with the
hard-liners, and in February 1955 Malenkov was defeated in a party plenum
called on this issue and resigned as party chairman. On Khrushchev’s recom-
mendation, Nikolai Bulganin succeeded Malenkov. For a time it appeared as
if both Bulganin and Khrushchev were running the Soviet state, although
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Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev. Rising to the position
of leader of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union in
1953 after the death of Josef Stalin, Khrushchev instituted
various reforms and led the Soviet Union through some of
the most tense years of the Cold War before being ousted
in 1964. (Library of Congress)



Khrushchev wielded actual power through his control of
the party machinery.

Malenkov remained a member of the Presidium, where
he continued to intrigue against Khrushchev. In June 1957
Khrushchev took full authority when an attempt by
Malenkov, Kaganovich, and Vyacheslav Molotov to unseat
Khrushchev miscarried and they themselves were purged.
It speaks volumes about the change in the Soviet state
under Khrushchev, however, that the three men were not
executed.

Indeed, Khrushchev’s greatest—and perhaps most risky—achievement
as leader of the Soviet Union was the unmasking of Stalin’s legacy and his
attempt to de-Stalinize Soviet society. The most powerful blow to the Stal-
inists came during his famous speech at a closed session of the 20th Party
Congress on 25 February 1956 in which Khrushchev documented just some
of the crimes and purges of the Stalinist period. In fact, the Soviet Union
became gradually more liberal under Khrushchev, and it never did return to
the kind of oppressive barbarism for which Stalin was known.

Nevertheless, the overall thrust of Khrushchev’s policies tended to be
ambivalent and was overshadowed by surprising shifts, inconsistencies, and
poorly conceptualized initiatives. Success during the 1950s in economic pol-
icy, industrial production, and the space program, in which he took special
interest, compelled Khrushchev to proclaim that by 1970, the Soviet Union
would surpass the United States in per capita production. In 1980, he pre-
dicted, America would embrace communism.

In reality, severe economic problems persisted in the Soviet Union, par-
ticularly with respect to consumption and agriculture, where the early initia-
tive to develop the Virgin Lands ended poorly. During Khrushchev’s reign,
the ideological and political atmosphere often changed. To some extent, his
orientation in this regard depended upon his standing within the Soviet
leadership and the international communist movement. In 1957 he forbade
the publication of Boris Pasternak’s Doctor Zhivago, whereas in 1962 he
allowed the publication of Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn’s (much more critical)
novel One Day in the Life of Ivan Denisovich.

In foreign policy, Khrushchev generally attempted to ease tensions with
the West, particularly with the United States. He rejected Stalin’s thesis that
wars between capitalist and socialist countries were inevitable and instead
sought peaceful coexistence. On the whole, up until 1960, Soviet-American
relations improved. Khrushchev’s 1959 visit to the United States was a re-
markable success. His talks with President Dwight D. Eisenhower produced,
at least for a brief time, what came to be called the Spirit of Camp David.
Another highlight of improved East-West relations was the 25 July 1963
signing of a Nuclear Test Ban Treaty.

But Khrushchev engaged in some rather dubious and dangerous foreign
policy initiatives as well. He initiated the 1958 Berlin Crisis, authorized the con-
struction of the Berlin Wall in 1961, and used the U-2 Crisis in 1960 to provoke
a showdown with Eisenhower and torpedo the May 1960 Paris Conference.
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Mikhail Gorbachev March 1985–December 1991



Most disturbing of all, in 1962 Khrushchev decided to install intermediate-
range ballistic missiles in communist Cuba. After a brief but extremely tense
confrontation with President John F. Kennedy’s administration in October
1962, during which the superpowers were poised on the abyss of thermo-
nuclear war, Khrushchev decided to remove the weapons. The Cuban Mis-
sile Crisis was by far Khrushchev’s worst foreign policy mistake. Although he
did exact a few concessions from the Americans in return for the missiles’
removal, the crisis was clearly a humiliating loss of face for the Soviets and
for the Soviet leader personally. Ultimately, it became an important factor in
his fall from power less than two years later.

Khrushchev’s policy toward other socialist states was equally ambivalent.
He restored Soviet relations with Yugoslavia in 1955, after the Tito-Stalin
break of 1948. He promoted de-Stalinization programs in Eastern bloc states
and allowed a certain extent of limited autonomy for communist parties
abroad. However, Khrushchev was not above cracking down on dissent when
it was in his best interest. When his secret 1956 speech on Stalin and the
ensuing de-Stalinization campaign led to revolts in Poland and Hungary, he
intervened in both cases. In fact, he ordered the 1956 Hungarian Revolution
crushed by brute force. He was unable to head off crises in Soviet-Albanian
and Sino-Soviet relations when Albanian and Chinese officials criticized his
de-Stalinization policies and rapprochement with the West. Both crises be-
came quite serious by the early 1960s and led to permanent schisms. Partic-
ularly noteworthy was the Sino-Soviet split, for which Khrushchev was largely
blamed.

Because of the failure of Khrushchev’s agricultural policies, the Sino-
Soviet split, the debacle of the Cuban Missile Crisis, and the leader’s increas-
ingly unpredictable and unstable leadership, he was ousted by the party’s
Central Committee on 14 October 1964 and relieved of all his positions. He
then wrote his memoirs, which were published in the West beginning in
1970. Khrushchev died in Moscow on 11 September 1971 following a mas-
sive heart attack.

Magarditsch Hatschikjan
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Federal Republic of Germany (FRG, West Germany) politician and chancel-
lor (1966–1969). Born on 6 April 1904 in Ebingen, Germany, Kurt Kiesinger
studied philosophy, history, law, and political science at the universities of
Tübingen and Berlin. He joined the National Socialist (Nazi) Party in 1933.
During 1935–1949 he practiced law in Berlin; in 1940 he became an assistant
in the German Foreign Office. He became division head for general propa-
ganda in 1942 and deputy director of the radio division in 1943.

Because of Kiesinger’s involvement in the Nazi Party, the Allies interned
him for eighteen months after the German surrender in 1945. In 1947,
however, he was allowed to establish himself as a solicitor in Tübingen,
where he joined the Christian Democratic Union (CDU). He was elected to
the Bundestag in 1949 and was one of the earliest supporters of European
integration, subsequently driving the integration of West Germany into the
Western alliance. During 1958–1966, he served as minister president of Baden-
Württemberg.

On 1 December 1966 Kiesinger succeeded Ludwig Erhard as chancellor,
forming a coalition of West Germany’s major parties. As chancellor, he com-
mitted himself to restructuring the federal budget and proposed a draft for a
national emergency law, aimed at improving national security, that was
passed by the Bundestag in 1968. His strong support of this hotly debated
law was certainly a reaction to the student protests of 1967–1968 and the
so-called extraparliamentary opposition, which he regarded as a threat to the
state. It was also a clear sign of his conservatism. In foreign affairs, Kiesinger
and foreign minister Willy Brandt took the lead in applying the Hallstein
Doctrine with more flexibility.

Despite opposition from some hard-liners inside his own cabinet,
Kiesinger followed Brandt’s policy prescriptions. This was most clearly indi-
cated in Kiesinger’s Bundestag speech of 12 April 1967, when the chancellor
addressed delegates of the Socialist Unity Party (SED) congress, an unthink-
able action for his predecessors Konrad Adenauer or Erhard, who had never
mentioned the German Democratic Republic (GDR, East Germany) so
directly in an official speech. When Brandt became chancellor in October
1969, Kiesinger became CDU opposition leader until 1971. He remained in
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the Bundestag until 1980. Kiesinger died in Tübingen, Germany, on 9 March
1988.

Bert Becker
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Republic of Korea (ROK, South Korea) prodemocracy activist, politician, and
president of the ROK (1998–2003). Born on 6 January 1926 in Haui’do on a
small impoverished island off the southwestern Korean coast, Kim Dae Jung
graduated from Mokpo Commercial High School in 1943 and entered the
shipping business. During the Korean War, he managed a shipping firm that
supplied ROK and United Nations (UN) military forces. He entered politics
in 1954 but lost a bid for a seat in the National Assembly. In 1960 he won
election to the Assembly and was reelected three times.

In the 1971 presidential elections, Kim challenged incumbent President
Park Chung Hee as the New Democratic Party’s candidate, winning 43.6
percent of the vote in a contest that had been heavily rigged for Park. Kim’s
strong showing shocked the Park regime. Fearing Kim’s popularity, Park
embarked on a campaign to silence him. Kim was ceaselessly harassed and
narrowly escaped death in a government-sponsored “accident.” He was in
Japan for medical treatment when, on 17 October 1972, the Park govern-
ment imposed martial law in South Korea. Kim immediately condemned
this decision. On 8 August 1973, Park’s Korea Central Intelligence Agents
kidnapped Kim in Tokyo and transported him to South Korea, almost killing
him. Park placed Kim under house arrest and later imprisoned him for sedi-
tion and other spurious “crimes.”

Six weeks after Park’s assassination on 26 October 1979, Kim was released
from prison. Park’s successor, Major General Chun Doo Hwan, continued the
vendetta against Kim. In May 1980 Kim was arrested and sentenced to death
on trumped-up charges but eventually, in a deal with President Ronald Rea-
gan’s administration, was allowed to travel to the United States. Kim volun-
tarily returned to South Korea in February 1985 but was briefly placed under
house arrest again. Then, after the 1987 June Resistance for democratization,
Kim was cleared of all charges and had his political rights restored.

1122 Kim Dae Jung

Kim Dae Jung
(1926–)



Following consecutive losses in the 1987 and 1992
presidential elections, Kim finally won election in Decem-
ber 1997 and was installed in February 1998. He ardently
supported the establishment of friendlier relations with
North Korea, and as such his administration pursued the
so-called sunshine policy of rapprochement with Pyong-
yang. Kim’s historic 13–15 June 2000 summit meeting with
North Korean leader Kim Jong Il in Pyongyang resulted
in his winning the Nobel Peace Prize in December 2000.
Kim’s sunshine policy profoundly transformed South
Korean perceptions of the Democratic Republic of Korea
(DPRK, North Korea). On the other hand, South Korean–
U.S. relations deteriorated rapidly, especially after U.S.
President George W. Bush refused to support Kim’s rap-
prochement with North Korea, going so far as to label
Pyongyang part of an “axis of evil.” Anti-American sen-
timents have since been on the rise in South Korea,
potentially jeopardizing a fifty-plus-year relationship and
endangering the long-standing U.S.-South Korean security
alliance. Kim stepped down as president in February 2003.

Jinwung Kim
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Founder and president of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK,
North Korea) during 1948–1994, general secretary of the Korean Workers’
Party, and instigator of the Korean War. Born Kim Song Ju on 15 April 1912
to a peasant family in Mangyongdae near Pyongyang, he later assumed the
name of Kim Il Sung, a legendary hero of the Korean independence move-
ment, and under this name became a well-known anti-Japanese guerrilla
commander in the 1930s. During the Japanese occupation, he led his guer-
rilla forces on raids against Japanese outposts all across northern Korea. Flee-
ing the Japanese crackdown on guerrillas in Manchuria, he sought refuge in
eastern Siberia in the Soviet Union in 1941.

Kim returned to Korea in September 1945 after the end of World War II
and used both his guerrilla record and the support of Soviet occupation
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authorities to become the undisputed leader of North
Korea. When North Korea was formally established on
9 September 1948, he became premier. The pro-Western
Republic of Korea (ROK, South Korea) had already been
established under the leadership of Syngman Rhee.

Kim possessed a burning ambition to reunite the
Korean Peninsula under his rule. With Soviet and Chinese
acquiescence and support, he launched a surprise military
invasion across the 38th Parallel against South Korea on 25
June 1950. After initial success, however, the assault was
repulsed by the forces of South Korea, the United States,
and other nations under the flag of the United Nations
(UN). Only the massive November 1950 Chinese inter-
vention saved North Korea from defeat. The war eventu-
ally stalemated and ended with an uneasy cease-fire in
1953 that left the peninsula divided at the 38th Parallel. To
this day, North and South Korea are still technically in a
state of war, as no formal peace treaty has been signed.

In the aftermath of the Korean War, Kim system-
atically purged his political opponents, creating a highly
regimented and centralized system that accorded him
unlimited power and generated a formidable cult of per-
sonality. He was referred to by his subjects in North Korea
as suryong, or “the Great Leader.” Kim used Juche, or the
ideology of self-reliance, to legitimize his regime and to
keep foreign influences out of North Korea. Under his
rule, North Korea became isolated from the world commu-

nity and hard-pressed economically. Throughout much of the Cold War and
beyond, North Korea remained one of the most enigmatic and closed soci-
eties in the world. In particular, after Kim’s death in 1994, North Korea
became increasingly unable to stabilize its sinking economy and to feed its
own people.

Kim had made the United States his primary enemy, blaming Washing-
ton for the division of the peninsula in 1945. He also abhorred America for its
1950 intervention, which prevented reunification on his terms, and for turn-
ing South Korea into a virtual U.S. colony. Thus, he pursued a consistently
hard-line policy toward the United States, as demonstrated by the USS Pueblo
incident in 1968 and the brutal 1976 ax murders of two American officers in
the demilitarized zone. On the other hand, Kim had long sought a dialogue
with the United States in hopes of persuading the United States to withdraw
its 37,000 troops from the peninsula. He also hoped that a closer relationship
with Washington would offset the collapse of the North Korean–Soviet
alliance and the weakening of North Korea’s relations with Beijing. After
March 1993, Pyongyang began using its nuclear weapons program as a bar-
gaining chip for recognition, security assurances, and economic aid from the
United States and other Western nations. For a failing and isolated regime
with few other cards to play, this potentially deadly brinkmanship proved
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moderately successful. In 1994, the United States promised North Korea
modest aid and help building nuclear power plants that could not be used to
produce weapons-grade uranium. In return, the North Koreans were to aban-
don their nuclear weapons programs, a pledge that they evidently had no
intention of fulfilling.

Kim died of a massive heart attack on 8 July 1994 in Pyongyang, just
before what would have been a historic South Korean–North Korean sum-
mit with South Korean President Kim Young Sam. Kim’s son, Kim Jong Il,
succeeded his father as absolute ruler of North Korea. Kim Il Sung is as
omnipresent in death as in life, and the junior Kim has ruled North Korea in
accordance with the teachings of the departed Great Leader.

For the past half century, while Pyongyang has glorified Kim as some-
thing akin to a deity, Seoul has portrayed him as a demon, a scoundrel, and
a fraud. But South Korean President Kim Dae Jung’s tenacious efforts to
engage Pyongyang have helped to erode such Cold War–era attitudes in
South Korea. As an example, some lines in a newly approved high school
textbook in South Korea for the first time credited Kim Il Sung for his role
in combating Japanese colonialism. The passages symbolize rapidly changing
South Korean views of North Korea.

Jinwung Kim
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South Korean politician, cofounder of the Democratic Party, opposition leader,
and president of the Republic of Korea (ROK, South Korea) during 1993–
1998. Born on 20 December 1927 to a wealthy family on Koje Island near
Pusan, Kim Young Sam entered Seoul National University in 1947. During the
Korean War, he served in the South Korean Army in propaganda activities.

Kim was elected to the National Assembly in 1954 as a member of South
Korean President Syngman Rhee’s Liberal Party but soon rebelled against
Rhee’s increasingly dictatorial rule. Kim then helped found the opposition
Democratic Party in 1955. As an opposition leader, he was an outspoken
critic of the South Korean government yet remained undaunted by the op-
pression that often accompanied his position. A family tragedy in 1960, in
which his mother was killed by an agent of the Democratic People’s Republic
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of Korea (DPRK, North Korea), shielded him from the
Red-baiting commonly used against opposition politicians.
His establishment roots and relatively moderate political
views also made him acceptable to middle- and upper-class
members of Korean society. Kim was elected to head the
New Democratic Party in 1974 and again in 1978. In 1987
he was chosen to head the Unification Democratic Party.

Discouraged by his defeat in the 1987 presidential
election, Kim joined President Roh Tae-woo’s ruling party
in 1990. After many years as a political dissident opposed
to military rule, Kim finally won election to the presidency
in December 1992 as the candidate of the Liberal Demo-
cratic Party, then the government political party. He took
office in February 1993. He was the first civilian president
since the military coup that overthrew the democratic gov-
ernment of John M. Chang in May 1961.

Kim was not well equipped to handle South Korean–
U.S. relations or the new opportunities for reconciliation
with North Korea. Like many South Koreans, whose sen-
timents toward North Korea in the early 1990s were a
complicated mixture of kinship, disdain, and fear, the
president’s views were replete with inconsistencies. Kim
alternated between taking a hard line against North Korea,
calculated to bring about its early collapse, and pursuing
an accommodation to bring about a “soft landing,” leading
to a gradual unification. Because he usually pursued the
former and often collided with the United States, which

favored the latter, South Korean–U.S. relations were tense during his term of
office. Kim has also been blamed for the collapse of the South Korean econ-
omy during the East Asian financial crisis. As a result, South Korea had to
resort to an International Monetary Fund (IMF) bailout that many South
Koreans viewed as a national humiliation. Kim left office in February 1998.

Jinwung Kim

See also
Chang, John Myon; Korea, Republic of; Rhee, Syngman; Roh Tae Woo

References
Eckert, Carter J., et al. Korea Old and New: A History. Cambridge: Harvard University

Press, 1990.
Oberdorfer, Don. The Two Koreas: A Contemporary History. Revised and updated ed.

New York: Basic Books, 2002.

African American minister, political activist, and U.S. civil rights leader. Born
on 15 January 1929 in Atlanta, Georgia, Martin Luther King Jr. graduated from
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high school at the age of fifteen and attended Morehouse
College during 1944–1948. Following in his father’s foot-
steps, he decided to become a Baptist minister. He sub-
sequently attended Crozer Theological Seminary in
Pennsylvania before beginning doctoral studies in system-
atic theology at Boston University in 1951.

Shortly before completing his doctoral dissertation
in early 1955, King accepted a position as minister of the
Dexter Avenue Baptist Church in Montgomery, Alabama.
In December 1955, Rosa Parks, a young African American
seamstress, refused to yield her seat on a Montgomery city
bus to a white, thereby breaking the city’s segregation ordi-
nance. At the time, nearly all Southern localities—large
and small—were strictly segregated according to race. When
local African American leaders organized a boycott of the
city’s buses, King was asked to become the president of
the Montgomery Improvement Association, which coordi-
nated the campaign. During the year-long boycott, King,
influenced by veteran pacifist activists, developed a non-
violent protest strategy that closely resembled the tactics
of Indian activist Mohandas Gandhi.

In 1957, after blacks had successfully desegregated
Montgomery’s buses, King and other civil rights activists
formed the Southern Christian Leadership Conference
(SCLC) as a platform from which to expand the civil rights
struggle. But when African American students initiated a
massive sit-in movement to force the desegregation of
lunch counters and restaurants that spread across the South in 1960, King
and the SCLC remained on the sidelines. Only in 1962 did the SCLC
attempt to launch a nonviolent protest campaign in Albany, Georgia, which
failed. A year later, King and his supporters used this experience to launch a
highly successful protest campaign in Birmingham, Alabama. The violence
that white policemen employed to disperse black demonstrators shocked
the nation and deeply embarrassed the United States internationally. By
then, in fact, it had become clear that America could no longer take the high
road in protesting human rights abuses behind the Iron Curtain when it
allowed such flagrant civil rights violations on its own soil. The civil rights
movement laid bare the hypocrisy of American foreign policy and handed
the Soviet Union a perfect propaganda weapon.

In August 1963, 250,000 demonstrators gathered in Washington, D.C.,
where they lobbied for civil rights legislation and listened to King’s deeply
moving and memorable “I Have a Dream” speech. The enormity of the event
and the attendant emotion that it brought to the movement had deeply
impressed President John Kennedy, who until that time had been a rather
reluctant partner in the struggle for civil rights. In June 1964, with the full
force of President Lyndon Johnson’s coercive arm-twisting, Congress finally
passed the landmark 1964 Civil Rights Act, which forbade discrimination

King, Martin Luther, Jr. 1127

Martin Luther King Jr. led the African American struggle
to achieve the full rights of U.S. citizenship and eloquently
voiced the hopes and grievances of African Americans
before he was assassinated in 1968. His powerful speeches
and message of nonviolence have continued to inspire
people of all races and generations. (Library of Congress)



based on race, ethnicity, religion, sex, or national origin in most public ven-
ues and in employment. Six months later, King received the Nobel Peace
Prize for his civil rights activism.

Although the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) sought to smear
King’s reputation, especially after he denounced America’s Vietnam War
policies, his nonviolent rhetoric won him both white and black supporters
across the nation. Another successful SCLC campaign for voting rights that
began in Selma, Alabama, in 1965 further established King’s standing as the
most prominent spokesman of the African American freedom struggle. The
Selma campaign is credited with contributing to the passage of the Voting
Rights Act of 1965. By 1966, however, after dozens of race riots had erupted
in American cities, many black activists began to denounce King’s non-
violent philosophy. That year, younger activists began to call for Black
Power, a militant concept that had been influenced by the slain black sepa-
ratist Malcolm X. By 1967, the civil rights movement had begun to splinter.
King no longer commanded the solitary admiration of most blacks as he had
in the past, and his anti–Vietnam War stance alienated many whites.

On 4 April 1968 while organizing a strike of sanitation workers in Mem-
phis, Tennessee, King was assassinated. His murderer was James Earl Ray,
a career criminal who staunchly opposed racial integration. Ray was appre-
hended and convicted and spent the rest of his life in prison.

Simon Wendt

See also
Black Panthers; Civil Liberties in the United States; Federal Bureau of Investiga-

tion; Gandhi, Mohandas Karamchand; Malcolm X; Race Relations, United States;
Vietnam War; Vietnam War Protests

References
Branch, Taylor. Parting the Waters: America in the King Years, 1954–63. New York:

Simon and Schuster, 1988.
Fairclough, Adam. To Redeem the Soul of America: The Southern Christian Leadership Con-

ference and Martin Luther King, Jr. Athens: University of Georgia Press, 1987.
King, Martin Luther, Jr., and Clayborne Carson, ed. The Autobiography of Martin

Luther King, Jr. New York: Warner Books, 1998.
Oates, Stephen B. Let the Trumpet Sound: The Life of Martin Luther King, Jr. New York:

Signet, 1991.

British politician and Labour Party leader (1983–1992). Born on 28 March
1942 in Tredegar, South Wales, the son of a miner, Neil Kinnock earned a BA
degree in industrial relations and history from University College, Cardiff, in
1964.

Kinnock was first elected to Parliament in 1970. Following in the foot-
steps of other radical politicians from Wales, he strongly supported labor
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unionism and the radical Left within the Labour Party. When Labour lost
the 1979 general election to Margaret Thatcher’s Conservative Party, Kin-
nock served as opposition spokesman for education. He was also a member of
the Labour Party’s national executive committee. Labour fared no better in
the 1983 elections, and its leader, Michael Foot, took the blame for its poor
showing. Shortly after the election, Kinnock replaced Foot as party leader.

Kinnock immediately set out to reorganize and reinvigorate the party.
Realizing that radical elements within Labour had helped contribute to its
years in the political wilderness, he expelled the Militant Tendency Organi-
zation, a radical leftist group within the party. He also moderated the party
line in order to attract more voters, many of whom had shifted to the Right
during the era of Thatcher as prime minister. Although Labour lost the 1987
elections, it did noticeably better than in the previous election.

As the Conservative government began to wane in the late 1980s, many
Labourites, including Kinnock himself, thought that they were destined to
win in the 1992 elections. They did not. After the 1992 defeat, Kinnock
resigned his leadership position. There is little doubt, however, that his re-
organization and repositioning of the Labour Party was a significant factor in
it attaining victory under Tony Blair. Kinnock went on to serve as trans-
portation commissioner for the European Union (EU) in 1995.

Elizabeth Pugliese and Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr.
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Neoconservative political scientist and outspoken U.S. ambassador to the
United Nations (UN) during 1981–1985. Jeane Kirkpatrick was born Jeane
Duane Jordan on 19 November 1926 in Duncan, Oklahoma. Her father was
an oil wildcatter, her mother an accountant. She received her undergraduate
degree in 1948 from Barnard College and a master’s degree in 1950 from
Columbia University. She married political scientist Evron Kirkpatrick in
1955, reared three sons, and then began teaching at Georgetown University
in 1967. In 1968 she earned a PhD from Columbia and joined the staff of the
American Enterprise Institute (AEI), a Washington, D.C., think tank.

As an active Democrat, Kirkpatrick worked on Vice President Hubert
Humphrey’s 1968 presidential campaign. Like Humphrey and many others
in the party, she favored liberal domestic social programs and a muscular for-
eign policy to counter the perceived Soviet threat abroad. She opposed South
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Dakota Senator George McGovern’s 1972 Democratic presidential candi-
dacy because she disagreed with his dovish foreign policy platform, leading
her and nine other party members to form the Coalition for a Democratic
Majority (CDM) to urge the party to return to its earlier foreign policy posi-
tions. In 1976 Kirkpatrick, much of the CDM, and some Republicans ad-
vocated increased defense spending and greater scrutiny of arms control
agreements and détente by establishing the Committee on the Present
Danger. Consequently, as with those with similar backgrounds and beliefs,
Kirkpatrick was rather imprecisely labeled a neoconservative.

In a 1979 article titled “Dictatorships and Double Standards,” Kirk-
patrick charged that Democratic President Jimmy Carter’s opposition to
right-wing autocrats in Iran and Nicaragua had unintentionally led to their
replacement by either radical Muslim fundamentalist or left-wing govern-
ments that were hostile to American interests. She advocated democratiza-
tion while also acknowledging the circumstances of “friendly dictators.” The
article caught the eye of conservatives running President Ronald Reagan’s
1980 campaign, and as a result Kirkpatrick was appointed ambassador to the
UN in 1981. She became a passionate adherent of the Reagan administra-
tion’s get-tough policy toward the Soviets and was a vocal proponent of the
Republican Party’s social and foreign policy agendas.
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Tired of the internecine squabbling on Reagan’s foreign policy team and
disappointed to be passed over for national security advisor, Kirkpatrick
resigned in 1985 shortly after formally joining the Republican Party. She
then returned to Georgetown University and her post at AEI. In 1993 she
cofounded Empower America, a public policy organization. Kirkpatrick died
in Bethesda, Maryland, on 7 December 2006.

Christopher John Bright
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Conservative Japanese politician and prime minister (1957–1960). Born on
13 November 1896 in Tabuse-cho m in the Yamaguchi Prefecture, Kishi
Nobusuke graduated from the law school of Tokyo Imperial University in
1920. That same year he entered government work in the Ministry of Agri-
culture and Commerce. In 1936 he was appointed assistant general manager
of the government in Manchukuo, an area of Northeastern China annexed
by Japan in 1932. Kishi became one of the top economic bureaucrats in
Manchukuo. In 1939 he returned to Japan as undersecretary of commerce
and industry, and in 1941 General To mjom Hideki appointed Kishi minister of
commerce and industry in his first cabinet. When the Commerce and Indus-
try Ministry was converted to the Munitions Ministry in 1943, Kishi became
a minister of state and undersecretary of munitions.

During the U.S. occupation of Japan after World War II, Kishi was de-
tained as a suspected “Class-A” war criminal from 1945 to 1948. Ultimately
acquitted by the Tokyo Tribunal, he was banned from public life until 1952,
when he joined the anti–Yoshida Shigeru faction and became secretary-general
of the Democratic Party. Kishi was largely responsible for uniting all of Japan’s
conservative parties into the powerful Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) in
1955 and served as the first head of the LDP.

When ailing Prime Minister Ishibashi Tanzan resigned in 1957, Kishi
assumed the post of prime minister. His first cabinet lasted only until 1958, but
he quickly assembled a second cabinet that same year, which lasted until 1960.
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As prime minister, Kishi authorized war reparations
to Indonesia and authorized the implementation of the
Japanese National Defense Plan to fortify Japanese defen-
sive capabilities. He also traveled to the United States in
1957 to talk with President Dwight D. Eisenhower. Most
notably, Kishi sought renewal of the United States–Japan
Security Treaty. He again journeyed to Washington and in
January 1960 returned to Japan with a new security treaty.
But he was soon overwhelmed by a widespread backlash
to the treaty, which many perceived as one that would sub-
limate Japanese interests to those of the Americans. Amid
the growing public uproar, late in the evening of 19 May
1960 Kishi’s government rammed the treaty through the
Diet (parliament) on a snap vote. On 15 July 1960, he was
forced to resign thanks in part to this heavy-handed parlia-
mentary maneuver. Kishi died on 8 August 1987 in Shin-
juku, Tokyo.

Nenashi Kiichi
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U.S. national security advisor (1969–1975) and secretary of state (1973–1977);
together with President Richard Milhous Nixon, devised and implemented
a major reorientation of U.S. foreign policy. Of German-Jewish extraction,
Henry Alfred Kissinger was born on 27 May 1923 in Fürth, Germany. He left
Adolf Hitler’s Germany for New York in 1938 and became an American citi-
zen five years later. After serving in the U.S. Army, Kissinger became a pro-
fessor of government at Harvard University, publishing his doctoral
dissertation, A World Restored (1955), that focused particularly upon the Aus-
trian Prince von Metternich, whom Kissinger admired and in some ways
modeled himself upon. He also published a study of U.S. atomic policy for
the prestigious Council on Foreign Relations.
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Although his intellectual capabilities were highly respected, Kissinger’s
real ambitions lay in the practice, not the study, of international relations. He
used his Harvard position to meet major political figures and served as an
advisor to leading Republicans, including Governor Nelson A. Rockefeller
of New York and former Vice President Nixon. Kissinger’s efforts won him
only minor assignments under President John F. Kennedy, but when Nixon
became president he appointed Kissinger as his national security advisor.
Kissinger greatly overshadowed William P. Rogers, nominal secretary of state
until August 1973, when Kissinger succeeded him, taking virtual control of
U.S. foreign policy.

Kissinger’s undoubted abilities included an immense capacity for hard
work, a talent for grand designs and broad conceptualization, and the imagi-
nation to reformulate the international system to accommodate the relative
weakness of the United States, de-emphasizing ideology in favor of a bal-
ance of power and the pursuit of closer relations with communist People’s
Republic of China (PRC) and détente with the Soviet Union. This resulted
in the 1972 Strategic Arms Limitation Treaty (SALT) I and the Anti-Ballistic
Missile Treaty that imposed limits on Soviet and American nuclear arsenals
and delivery systems; the 1975 Helsinki Accords that normalized relations
between Eastern and Western Europe and created the permanent Confer-
ence on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE); and a rapprochement
between communist China and the United States that Kissinger pioneered
with a secret 1971 personal visit to Beijing. He also proved himself to be
an excellent negotiator in complicated and protracted shuttle diplomacy de-
signed to resolve long-standing Arab-Israeli tensions and disputes after the
October 1973 Yom Kippur War.

Kissinger’s weaknesses included a penchant for secrecy and intrigue,
enormous vanity, and overweening personal ambition, all of which sometimes
impelled him to decidedly unscrupulous behavior; an overriding concern to
maintain international stability that often led him to endorse brutal right- or
left-wing regimes; and a focus on realism in foreign policy to the near exclu-
sion of all considerations of morality. The latter was apparent in his involve-
ment in the secret bombing of Cambodia in the early 1970s, an operation
that Congress halted when it became public in 1973, and the 1970–1971
invasion of that country despite Nixon’s promise when he took office to end
the Vietnam War as soon as possible; acquiescence in a 1973 military coup
that brought the death of left-wing president Salvador Allende of Chile;
endorsement of Indonesia’s military takeover of Portuguese East Timor in
December 1975 and the brutal suppression of indigenous resistance there;
and readiness to authorize wiretapping against American bureaucrats sus-
pected of leaking official information to the press. These aspects of Kissinger
and his failure, constant negotiations notwithstanding, to end the Vietnam
War—a conflict that his Cambodian policies effectively broadened—until
1973 made him the bête noire of many American liberals.

Conservative Republicans found equally opprobrious Kissinger’s will-
ingness to accommodate the communist Soviet Union and the PRC and, if
Sino-American rapprochement required, to jettison the Republic of China
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(ROC, Taiwan), a longtime U.S. ally. Under Nixon’s suc-
cessor, Gerald R. Ford, who became president in August
1974 when the Watergate scandal forced Nixon’s resigna-
tion, both SALT I and the Helsinki Accords on Europe that
Kissinger helped to negotiate with the Soviets became tar-
gets for attack by such conservatives as California governor
and presidential hopeful Ronald W. Reagan, who assailed
the Soviet human rights record. The fall of Vietnam to
communist forces in April 1975, little more than two years
after Kissinger had negotiated the Paris Peace Accords
supposedly ending the war, also damaged his credibility.
On 3 November 1975 Ford replaced Kissinger as national
security advisor, although Kissinger remained secretary of
state until Ford left office in January 1977.

Upon leaving government, Kissinger established an
influential business consultancy firm. He continued to
provide unofficial advice to successive administrations,
wrote and spoke extensively on international affairs, and
published three weighty volumes of memoirs. He remains
a perennially controversial figure. Liberals still denigrate
his foreign policy accomplishments, and even decades later
journalists including Seymour Hersh and, most notably,
Christopher Hitchens argued that Kissinger’s past behav-
ior made him liable to trial and conviction for war crimes.
It became almost an academic parlor game to point out
discrepancies between Kissinger’s own account of his time
in office and the increasingly available documentary record.
Outside the United States, Kissinger was a less polarizing
figure, and as he began his ninth decade many in Europe
and Asia still admired his achievements.

Priscilla Roberts
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Impromptu exchange between U.S. Vice President Richard M. Nixon and
Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev at the American National Trade and Cul-
tural Exhibition in Moscow on 24 July 1959. Dubbed the “Kitchen Debate”
because the two leaders engaged in a debate over technology and the qual-
ity of life in each other’s countries in front of a model U.S. kitchen display,
the repartee was covered by media throughout the world. Although some
of their comments were in jest or were lighthearted, as the discussion pro-
gressed both men became more belligerent. Nixon had just begun his visit
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Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev and U.S. Vice President Richard Nixon engage in a vigorous discussion in front of a
kitchen display at the U.S. exhibit at Moscow’s Sokolniki Park, 24 July 1959. While touring the exhibit, both men kept
a running debate on the merits of their respective countries. On the right is Leonid Brezhnev, future Soviet premier.
(AP/Wide World Photos)



to the USSR and had started his tour of the exhibit shortly before he encoun-
tered Khrushchev. Their encounter had not been preplanned. The debate
occurred amid growing U.S.-Soviet tensions that began with the launching of
Sputnik 1 in 1957 and would culminate in the 1960 U-2 Crisis.

Nixon stayed in the USSR for eleven days, and on 1 August 1959 he gave
an unprecedented speech on Soviet television in which he criticized com-
munism and warned that its ideology should not be spread abroad. A month
later, Khrushchev made his historic visit to the United States, the first for a
Soviet leader. The Kitchen Debate not only demonstrated the simmering
tensions between the superpowers but also showcased the growing tech-
nological rivalry between the two nations, which was most pronounced in
the incipient Space Race.

Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr.
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German politician, chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany (FRG,
West Germany) during 1982–1990, and chancellor of the reunited Germany
during 1990–1998. A career politician, Helmut Kohl was born in Lud-
wigshafen, Germany, on 3 March 1930. His father helped found the Chris-
tian Democratic Union (CDU) in Ludwigshafen after World War II, and the
younger Kohl became a member of the youth section in 1946. At the age of
twenty-three he entered the leadership of the local party organization, and in
1955 he became a member of the party leadership for the state of Rhine-
Palatine.

Kohl first studied law at the University of Frankfurt am Main but trans-
ferred to Heidelberg University, where he earned a doctorate in history in
1958. His dissertation centered on the revival of political parties in Germany
after 1945. By 1966 he was chairman of the state party organization, and in
1969 he became the minister-president of Rhine-Palatine.

Kohl’s image as a dynamic reformer helped the CDU win an absolute
majority in Rhine-Palatine in the elections of 1971 and 1975. His own career,
however, slowed slightly. He failed in his attempt to become the national
CDU chairman in 1971. After winning that post on his second attempt in 1973,
he then lost the contest for the chancellorship in 1976. He went to Bonn as
the leader of the opposition but was forced to allow Franz Josef Strauss,
leader of the Bavarian wing of the party, to stand for chancellor in 1980. How-
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ever, a constructive vote of no-confidence against the gov-
ernment of Helmut Schmidt allowed Kohl to take the
chancellorship on 1 October 1982.

Kohl immediately made his mark, pushing through
legislation that allowed the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation (NATO) to place new missiles in West Germany
despite the protests of the Soviet Union and the West Ger-
man peace movement. More important for his continuing
success, however, was a steady improvement in the West
German economy. Under Kohl, an additional 1.3 million
West Germans found work between 1983 and 1989.

Kohl also deepened Germany’s involvement with and
commitment to Europe. In September 1984, he met with
French President François Mitterrand at Verdun for a joint
commemoration of the victims of both world wars. The
two men also worked together to develop a European
defense corps and a European radio station and to lay the
foundations for the Treaty of Maastricht and common Euro-
pean currency. Kohl also worked closely with Soviet leader
Mikhail Gorbachev and U.S. President Ronald Reagan.
While Kohl’s joint commemoration with Reagan of the vic-
tims of World War II at an SS cemetery in Bitburg created
some controversy, the CDU was confirmed in government
in the elections of 1983 and 1987.

Kohl was the right man in the right place when the
Berlin Wall was finally breached in November 1989. He
quickly seized the initiative, surprising the German parlia-
ment with a ten-point program for German unity before
the end of the month. He promised immediate economic aid to the German
Democratic Republic (GDR, East Germany), to be followed by political
reform. He followed this with a milestone speech on the topic before more
than 100,000 people at the Frauenkirche in Dresden, East Germany, on 19
December 1989. Kohl was rewarded with a resounding victory for the CDU
in the first (and last) free elections held in the East Germany in March 1990.

Kohl worked to rapidly integrate the two Germanies, at great cost and
with mixed success. His government barely won reelection in 1994 and was
soundly defeated in 1998 largely because of the economic burdens imposed
on Germany by his program of unification. Four years later, he was forced
to resign as chairman of the CDU due to revelations that he had known
about illegal payments made on behalf of the party. His legacy nonetheless
is among the greatest of German politicians. Having served sixteen years in
office, he was the longest sitting federal chancellor and ranked behind only
Otto von Bismarck in time in office overall. Kohl was honored as an honorary
citizen of Europe, only the second time that title was bestowed, for his role
in German reunification and is still widely known as “The Chancellor of
German Unity.”

Timothy C. Dowling
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As chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany and
later a united Germany from 1983 to 1998, Helmut Kohl
presided over the reunification of Germany. (German
Information Center)
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The main Soviet security and intelligence agency from 13 March 1954 to
6 November 1991. During this period, the Komitet Gosudarstvennoi Bezo-
pasnosti (KGB, Committee for State Security) operated as an agency and
even a ministry. Its tasks included external espionage, counterespionage,
and the liquidation of anti-Soviet and counterrevolutionary forces within the
Soviet Union. The KGB also guarded the borders and investigated and pros-
ecuted those who committed political or economic crimes.

Soviet security forces have a long history, dating back to the pre-1917
czarist period. Communist predecessors of the KGB were the All-Russian
Extraordinary Commissary against the Counterrevolution and Sabotage
(also known by its Russian acronym, Cheka), the Main Political Department
(GPU), and the Joint Main Political Department (OGPU) headed by Felix
Dzerzhinsky, the “Knight of the Revolution,” during 1917–1926. The name
“Cheka” suggested that it was to be only a temporary body, but the agency
became one of the principal pillars of the Soviet system. In 1934, the OGPU
merged into the People’s Commissariat of Internal Affairs (NKVD), with
Genrikh Yagoda (1934–1936), Nikolai Yezhov (1936–1938), and Lavrenty
Beria (1938–1945) as its chiefs. Under Yezhov and Beria, the NKVD carried
out brutal purges within the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU).
NKVD officers, for example, murdered Leon Trotsky in Mexico in 1940.

During the rule of Soviet dictator Josef Stalin, the security apparatus had
achieved almost unrestricted powers to harass, arrest, and detain those who
were perceived as class enemies. The Soviet Union thus became a police
state in which millions of innocent victims suffered arbitrary and brutal ter-
ror. Official figures suggest that between January 1935 and June 1941, some
19.8 million people were arrested by the NKVD and an estimated 7 million
were subsequently executed.

Following World War II, in 1946 the NKVD was raised to a state ministry
under Beria, who became a member of the Politburo. After the deaths of
Stalin (March 1953) and Beria (December 1953), the security services were
again reorganized, and on 13 March 1954 the secret police was renamed the
KGB. There were a half dozen principal directorates.
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The First Directorate was responsible for foreign operations and intelli-
gence-gathering activities. The Second Directorate carried out internal
political control of citizens and had responsibility for the internal security of
the Soviet Union. The Third Directorate was occupied with military coun-
terintelligence and political control of the armed forces. The Fifth Direc-
torate also dealt with internal security, especially with religious bodies, the
artistic community, and censorship. The Ninth Directorate, which employed
40,000 persons, provided (among other things) uniformed guards for prin-
cipal CPSU leaders and their families. The Border Guards Directorate was
a 245,000-person force that oversaw border control. Total KGB manpower
estimates range from 490,000 in 1973 to 700,000 in 1986.

The KGB helped and trained the security and intelligence agencies in
other communist countries. It was also heavily involved in supporting wars of
national liberation in the developing world, especially in Africa. The Soviet
Union also maintained a close alliance with the Palestine Liberation Organi-
zation (PLO), providing it with arms, funds, and paramilitary training. The
KGB mostly avoided direct involvement with terrorist operations, but it
played an important role in directing aid to these groups and producing intel-
ligence reports on their activities. Scandals concerning defectors and moles
plagued the KGB throughout its existence, but the agency also scored
notable successes such as, for the recruitment of the Cambridge Five in
Great Britain, atomic scientist Klaus Fuchs, and Aldrich Ames, a KGB mole
within the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency (CIA).

Under Stalin’s successor, Nikita Khrushchev, the terror lessened consid-
erably. Both the security police and the regular police were subjected to a
new legal code, and the KGB was made subordinate to the Council of Min-
isters. Nevertheless, it was allowed to circumvent the law when combating
political dissent. Indeed, in the 1960s and 1970s, the KGB waged a campaign
against dissidents such as Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn and Andrei Sakharov, who
became worldwide symbolic figures of communist repression. In July 1978
the head of the KGB received a seat on the Council of Ministers.

The KGB had a considerable impact on Soviet domestic and foreign pol-
icymaking. Its chief, Yuri Andropov, became CPSU leader in 1982. Under
Mikhail Gorbachev’s reform policies during 1985–1990, Soviet citizens’ fears
of the KGB diminished, which signaled the erosion of the Soviet system.
The KGB was dissolved in November 1991 following the August coup
attempt against Gorbachev, which was engineered by KGB chief Colonel
General Vladimir Kryuchkov. Its successor organization, the Federalnaya
Sluzhba Bezopasnosti (FSB, Federal Security Service), bears great resem-
blance to the old security apparatus.

Beatrice de Graaf

See also
Africa, Soviet Interventions in; Andropov, Yuri; Beria, Lavrenty Pavlovich; Cam-

bridge Five; Central Intelligence Agency; Defections; Espionage; Gorbachev,
Mikhail; Gulags; Intelligence Collection; Khrushchev, Nikita; Sakharov, Andrei;
Solzhenitsyn, Aleksandr; Soviet Union; Venona Project

Komitet Gosudarstvennoi Bezopasnosti 1139



References
Andrew, Christopher, and Vasili Mitrokhin. The Sword and Shield: The Mitrokhin

Archive and the Secret History of the KGB. New York: Basic Books, 1999.
Knight, Amy W. The KGB: Police and Politics in the Soviet Union. Boston: Unwin Hyman,

1988.
Mitrokhin, Vasili, and Peter Hennessy, eds. KGB Lexicon: The Soviet Intelligence Officers

Handbook. London: Frank Cass, 2002.
Murphy, David E., Sergei A. Kondrashev, and George Bailey. Battleground Berlin: CIA

vs. KGB in the Cold War. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1997.

East Asian nation with a 1945 population of approximately 8.8 million people.
The Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK, North Korea) was offi-
cially formed on 9 September 1948 on the northern half of the Korean Penin-
sula and covers 47,950 square miles, making it roughly the size of the U.S.
state of Mississippi. It is bordered by the Republic of Korea (ROK, South
Korea) to the south, the People’s Republic of China (PRC) and Russia to the
north, the Yellow Sea to the west, and the Sea of Japan to the east.

Japanese colonial rule in Korea ended on 15 August 1945 when Japan
surrendered unconditionally to the Allies. Korea was thus liberated but was
divided at the 38th Parallel. The United States and the Soviet Union divided
the Korean Peninsula into two temporary occupation zones to accept the sur-
render of the Japanese forces, but this arrangement soon became permanent.
The United States and the Soviet Union administered their respective occu-
pation zones in southern and northern Korea through radically different instru-
mentalities. In the north, the Soviet authorities made use of the indigenous
people’s committees, and a policy of communization was enforced.

On 8 February 1946, the North Korean Interim People’s Committee
was organized as the new governing body, taking the place of local people’s
committees. With the help of the Soviets, veteran communist and Red Army
officer Kim Il Sung was named chairman. In February 1947, a convention of
the local representatives elected in November 1946 was held, which in turn
elected the Supreme People’s Assembly. The assembly approved the cre-
ation of the North Korean People’s Committee, which became the highest
executive governing organization under Kim.

On 16 February 1948, the North Korean People’s Committee proclaimed
its intention to form a government representing all Korea within the next
few months. On 25 August 1948, ten days after the ROK was officially pro-
claimed, North Korea held an election for the Supreme People’s Assembly
throughout Korea. Some rightists and many leftists in South Korea partici-
pated in the election. The representatives to the Supreme People’s Assembly
met in Pyongyang on 3 September to ratify a constitution that had been
drafted earlier in the year. The DPRK government was officially established
on 9 September, with Kim as premier. On 12 October, the Soviet Union offi-
cially recognized this new government.
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The formation of the ROK and of the DPRK formalized the de facto
division of the Korean Peninsula at the 38th Parallel. Each state claimed to
represent the entire nation and remained adamantly antagonistic toward the
other. Each also worked to unite Korea on its own terms and with the assis-
tance of its principal foreign patron.

Kim remained determined to unify the Korean Peninsula by military
means. North Korea’s armed forces significantly surpassed the South Korean
Army in manpower and equipment. Calculating that the United States
would not protect South Korea, Kim persistently pressed Soviet leader Josef
Stalin and PRC leader Mao Zedong for permission to reunify the Korean
Peninsula by military means. Indeed, Kim began lobbying for an invasion
of South Korea as early as March 1949. He proposed it to Stalin and, with
Stalin’s and Mao’s approval and with a Soviet battle plan to guide him, exe-
cuted it.

On 25 June 1950, North Korea launched a full-scale attack on South Korea
and within three days captured the capital city of Seoul. At that point, it looked
as if Kim’s ambitions to unify Korea by force under communist rule would be
fulfilled. Only then did the United States decide to take military action to
save South Korea. The military intervention of United Nations Command
(UNC) forces, comprised largely of U.S. troops, completely
frustrated the ambitions of North Korean leadership.

The Korean War was quite costly for North Korea. It
suffered 523,400 casualties, comprised of 294,151 dead and
229,249 wounded. UNC bombing inflicted heavy damage,
turning the North Korean capital of Pyongyang into ruins.
On 28 July 1953, a day after the Korean Armistice Agree-
ment was signed, Kim claimed a great victory over the “U.S.
imperialists, their South Korean lackeys, and the entire
imperialist camp” and vowed to continue his struggle for
the “liberation of the southern half of the Republic.”

During the 1950s and 1960s, North Korea exhibited
an extremely hostile attitude toward the United States via
harsh verbal attacks, occasionally accompanied by military
actions, always demanding the withdrawal of U.S. troops
from South Korea. During 1966–1969, North Korea waged
another Korean conflict, with a large number of border
clashes along the demilitarized zone (DMZ) at the 38th
Parallel. In 1967 and 1968 alone, a total of 1,769 border
incidents, more than 260 of which were classified as “sig-
nificant,” occurred within the South Korean sector of the
DMZ. These produced some 900 casualties among South
Korean and American troops. Then on 23 January 1968,
North Korean naval ships illegally seized the USS Pueblo
in international waters off its coast, killing 1 crewman
and taking 82 others hostage. On 15 April 1969, North
Korean MiG fighters attacked and shot down a U.S. EC-
121 surveillance plane, killing all 43 crew members. Then,
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on 18 August 1976, North Korean guards at the joint security area in the vil-
lage of Panmunjom attacked a party of U.S. and South Korean soldiers
engaged in a tree-trimming operation on the UN side of the area, murdering
2 American officers.

Since the early 1960s, North Korea has pursued its two primary objec-
tives in foreign policy dealing with the United States: the withdrawal of U.S.
troops from South Korea and the establishment of direct contacts with Wash-
ington. Thus, Pyongyang practiced a seemingly contradictory foreign policy of
antagonism and hostility toward the United States while making seemingly
conciliatory gestures with the singular aim of establishing direct contacts
with America. The refusal of the United States to respond to Pyongyang’s
overtures eventually led the North Koreans to play the nuclear card, which
succeeded in bringing a reluctant United States to a bilateral conference table
in the 1990s. After March 1993, Pyongyang used its plutonium-based nuclear
weapons program as a bargaining chip for security assurances and economic
aid from the United States, which proved successful. In early October 2002,
North Korea admitted that it had continued to pursue its nuclear weapons
program, this time using highly enriched uranium in violation of the 1994 U.S.-
North Korean Agreed Framework freezing North Korea’s nuclear program.
That admission damaged the already-strained relations between the two
nations. On 29 January 2002, in his State of the Union address, U.S. President
George W. Bush defined North Korea as part of the “axis of evil,” along with
Iraq and Iran. North Korea has settled on a twofold strategy of keeping its
nuclear weapons program even as it seeks to improve ties with Washington.

In the domestic sphere, after the Korean War Kim systematically and
brutally consolidated his power, making North Korea his own kingdom. Re-
ferred to by his people as “Great Leader,” he established a formidable cult
of personality, outdoing even Stalin and Mao. From the 1950s, Kim devel-
oped his own political philosophy of Juche, or self-reliance, possibly motivated
by unsatisfactory support from the Soviet Union and unwelcome domination
by the PRC during the Korean War. The Juche philosophy was meant to
appeal to deep-rooted Korean resistance to foreign invasion and domination.
It quickly became synonymous with North Korea’s notorious economic
autarchy. Juche also developed another peculiar North Korean endeavor: our-
style socialism. North Korea shut itself off from the world, maintaining
diplomatic relations only with communist bloc countries. Juche and our-style
socialism helped contribute to the total collapse of the North Korean econ-
omy in the 1990s, which led to widespread starvation that the North Korean
government vehemently denied.

Kim died on 8 July 1994, and his son, Kim Jong Il, succeeded him as his
political heir. The younger Kim had no intention of changing his father’s hall-
mark policies, and the increasingly quixotic quest to “live in our own way” has
continued in the world’s last unreconstructed Stalinist state. North Korea has
also become the center of a major and continuing international crisis through
its pursuit of weapons of mass destruction and missile development programs.

Jinwung Kim
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Known as the Korean People’s Army (KPA), the Democratic People’s Re-
public of Korea’s (DPRK, North Korea) armed forces have been the back-
bone of the Stalinist regime dominated by Kim Il Sung and his son and
political successor Kim Jong Il. The KPA was established in mid-1946 with
the assistance of Soviet occupation forces but was not formally founded until
8 February 1948. Initially, the North Korean armed forces numbered about
30,000 men. But by June 1950, at the time of the outbreak of the Korean War,
the KPA had expanded to between 150,000 and 180,000 troops.

The Soviet Union actively aided the North Korean
military. When the Soviet occupation troops withdrew in
December 1948, they left behind as many as 150 advisors in
each KPA division for training and organizational purposes.
Under the terms of a reciprocal aid agreement concluded on
17 March 1949, the Soviets agreed to furnish North Korea
with arms and equipment for six infantry divisions, three
mechanized units, and eight battalions of mobile border
constabulary. During 1949–1950, the Soviet Union supplied
10 reconnaissance aircraft, 100 Yak fighter planes, 70 attack
bombers, and 150 Russian T-34 and T-70 tanks as well as
heavy artillery. The North Korean armed forces were thus
far superior to the Republic of Korea’s (ROK, South Korea)
army in training, manpower, firepower, and equipment
when North Korea invaded South Korea on 25 June 1950.

The KPA was decimated by the U.S.-led United
Nations (UN) forces in the early stages of the Korean
War. During the war, North Korean armed forces suffered
horrendous casualties totaling 294,151 dead and 229,249
wounded. At the end of the conflict, the KPA was less than
half the strength of the South Korean armed forces.

After the war, North Korea pursued military augmen-
tation. Kim Il Sung took a militant posture toward South
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Korea and the United States, increasing defense expenditures at the expense
of economic development. The North Korean armed forces are now esti-
mated to number some 1.2 million people, the fifth-largest military establish-
ment in the world. Following the philosophy of Juche (self-reliance), North
Korea has developed an extensive defense industrial capacity, although most
of its equipment is of outdated Soviet or Chinese design. Some equipment
has been redesigned by North Koreans, however, including armored person-
nel carriers, self-propelled artillery, light tanks, high-speed landing craft,
Romeo-class submarines, SCUD-derived surface-to-surface missiles, and anti-
tank missiles (the SA-7, SA-14, SA-16, and possibly SA-2). Aircraft production
is believed to have begun in 1995. North Korea operates some 134 armament
factories, many of them underground.

The large number of North Korean troops and equipment poses a grave
threat to South Korea. North Korean ground forces are composed of 20 corps
with 170 divisions and brigades, including 25 SOF (Special Operations Forces)
brigades. North Korea has deployed approximately 10 corps and some 60
divisions and brigades in the forward area south of the Pyongyang/Wonsan
line and is thus prepared to launch a surprise attack and invade South Korea
without further troop deployment. North Korea has some 3,800 tanks, 2,300
armored vehicles, 12,500 artillery, and 13,800 air defense weapons. North
Korea has more fighters and bombers than South Korea, but the equipment
is old. The North Korean Air Force has 790 fighters, 80 bombers, 520 support
aircraft, and 320 helicopters. MiG-19s and MiG-21s make up the core of the
aircraft. North Korea is also equipped with some highly advanced fighters
such as the MiG-23 and MiG-29 as well as the SU-25. North Korea built
underground facilities to store and protect its combat aircraft. Ninety sub-
marines, of which some 70 are coastal or midget craft, form the main compo-
nent of the North Korean Navy.

The North Korean government has had the desire and capability to
develop nuclear weapons, build and export medium-range missiles, and con-
struct and stockpile chemical and biological weapons. It has exerted full
effort in nuclear development since the 1950s, receiving technological sup-
port from the former Soviet Union. It is estimated that by the 1990s, North
Korea acquired sufficient weapons-grade plutonium to make one or two
nuclear bombs. Eight different factories in North Korea have produced lethal
chemicals such as nerve, blister, and blood agents as well as tear gas. Their
quantity is estimated to be 2,500–5,000 tons. North Korea is also suspected
of maintaining numerous facilities for cultivating and producing anthrax and
other forms of biological weapons. Since the early 1980s, North Korea has also
embarked on the development of ballistic missiles and has already produced
and deployed 500km-range SCUD-Cs by upgrading Soviet SCUD-Bs. In
1993, North Korea succeeded in test-firing a 1,300km-range Nodong-I mis-
sile and has deployed the missiles for operational purposes since 1997. The
maximum ranges of long-range Taepodong-I and Taepodong-II missiles are
estimated to reach 2,000–2,500 kilometers and 6,700 kilometers, respectively.

Pyongyang has pursued a military-first policy, and its armed force has
been the pillar of the so-called socialist revolution and the main force for its
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Juche philosophy. As a result of the steady increase in military manpower and
weaponry, North Korea has essentially become one huge armed camp. It is
the most heavily armed nation in the world, relative to its size. But the gov-
ernment’s efforts to build a powerful military force have greatly taxed the
North Korean economy. About 25 percent of its gross national product (GNP)
has been allocated to the maintenance of its armed force. Such an emphasis
has had seriously adverse effects on the nation’s standard of living. Since the
Soviet Union finally collapsed in 1991, North Korea has had serious prob-
lems and has become increasingly isolated internationally. The North Korean
armed forces remain potent, but it is unclear how long they can continue to
prop up such a repressive regime.

Jinwung Kim
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East Asian nation with a 1945 population of approximately 16 million. The
Republic of Korea (ROK, South Korea) covers 38,023 square miles, about the
size of the U.S. state of Indiana. It is bordered by the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea (DPRK, North Korea) to the north, the Sea of Japan to the
east, the Korea Strait to the south, and the Yellow Sea to the west. South
Korea was officially proclaimed on 15 August 1948 under U.S. auspices after
a three-year military occupation. In mid-August 1945, when the defeat of
Japan was imminent, the United States and the Soviet Union hastily agreed
to divide the Korean Peninsula at the 38th Parallel for the purpose of accept-
ing the surrender of Japanese forces and maintaining security until Korea’s
future course as an independent nation could be settled. The joint Soviet-
American military occupation was intended as a temporary arrangement.
As the Cold War deepened, however, the Korean Peninsula became the site
of two antagonistic regimes based on diametrically opposed ideological prin-
ciples and sponsors.

On 8 September 1945, 72,000 American forces of Lieutenant General
John R. Hodge’s XIV Corps arrived in Korea. The American troops quickly
occupied their zone south of the 38th Parallel and established the U.S. Army
Military Government in Korea (USAMGIK).
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The Cold War had a profound impact on Korea’s future. From the out-
set, Korea’s future as a unitary nation depended on the ability of the United
States and the Soviet Union to maintain friendly relations. But Washington
and Moscow began to implement unilateral policies of zonal reconstruction
that completely disregarded the interests of the other. The two superpowers
established a joint commission in 1946 to produce an independent, unified
Korea. Almost from the beginning, however, the commission had little chance
of success.

From 1946 on, the United States and the Soviet Union seemed deter-
mined to establish client states in their zones that would share their respec-
tive ideological and political goals. By 1948 the United Nations (UN), with
the active support of the United States, sanctioned elections in Korea that
were to produce a free and independent state. Since the Soviets had already
indicated that they would not allow such elections to be held in the north,
this essentially meant the establishment up a separate government in the
south. On 10 May 1948, elections in the south occurred. With all the leftists
and most moderates already excluded from the political process, Syngman
Rhee and the rightists claimed victory. Three months later, on 15 August,
South Korea was formally established with Rhee as president.

The course of events in South Korea brought a prompt response from
North Korea. On 9 September 1948 North Korea, led by Kim Il Sung, was
proclaimed. On 12 December 1948 the UN recognized the ROK as the only
lawfully constituted government on the Korean Peninsula.

South Korea faced a guerrilla insurgency beginning in the fall of 1948,
which began with a major rebellion in its own security forces. On 19 October
1948, some 2,000 troops rebelled at the port city of Yosu under communist
instigation. The South Korean government ended most of the unrest by late
October, but the rebellion was followed by numerous small guerrilla actions
designed to topple the Rhee government, although most of them had been
ended by May 1950. In the meantime, tensions mounted as U.S. and Soviet
troops turned over control of the peninsula to their Korean counterparts.

During 1949, border skirmishes between North and South Korea esca-
lated. The presence of occupation forces had prevented a military confronta-
tion between the two Koreas, but the Soviets had announced that their troops
would be withdrawn by the end of 1948, and the United States had begun a
quiet pullout, which it completed in June 1949. By now the lines of future
conflict were essentially drawn.

On 25 June 1950, North Korea launched a well-planned, full-scale inva-
sion of South Korea. Only the decision of President Harry S. Truman to com-
mit U.S. troops to the Korean War under UN auspices saved South Korea
from defeat. Truman and his advisors were convinced that the outbreak of
war in Korea was orchestrated by Moscow. After three years of a bloody war
of attrition, on 27 July 1953 the Korean Armistice Agreement was signed by
North Korea, the People’s Republic of China (PRC), and U.S. representatives.
Rhee refused to sign. Although the communists had argued for the restoration
of the 38th Parallel boundary, the military line became the armistice line,
with a demilitarized zone created to extend 2 kilometers along each side of it.
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The most important diplomatic action to come out of the war was the
1 October 1953 signing of the Mutual Defense Treaty between South Korea
and the United States. Rhee had desperately wanted this arrangement, which
in fact was part of a larger promise for extensive military and economic assis-
tance that Washington had already given to him in return for his acceptance—
if not approval—of the armistice.

The Mutual Defense Treaty had tremendous implications for both South
Korea and the United States. The two nations were now bound together as
never before, and the United States was legally and publicly committed to
the defense of South Korea. As part of that defense, significant numbers
of American ground, air, and naval forces would be permanently stationed
in South Korea. The U.S. military commitment also implied a major political
and economic commitment to South Korea as well.

Since the mid-1980s, however, the international and regional context of
South Korean–U.S. relations has undergone great and possibly fundamental
changes, at a rate outpacing the ability of officials to deal with them. Domestic
changes in South Korea, particularly rapid economic growth, political democ-
ratization, and generational change, have triggered a profound transformation
in the relationship between the two countries. These changes have encour-
aged new stirrings of nationalism among Koreans. At the same time, the
near-collapse of the North Korean economy and the progress of inter-Korean
relations have also affected South Korean–U.S. relations. Many South
Koreans no longer regard North Korea as a serious threat, and their percep-
tion of the United States, in particular the American military presence, has
become jaded. As it has grown in economic wealth and worked toward mili-
tary self-sufficiency, South Korea has chafed in its role as a junior partner of
the United States and has been seeking greater independence within the
alliance.

South Korea’s fear of the military threat from North Korea has rapidly
declined since early 1998, when South Korean President Kim Dae Jung was
inaugurated and soon initiated the so-called sunshine policy of rapproche-
ment with Pyongyang, producing a great debate in South Korean society over
the U.S. military presence. The 36,500 U.S. troops guarding against another
North Korean invasion have been increasingly perceived as a social irritant
and a remnant of the now almost-forgotten Cold War. Recent standoffs be-
tween Washington and Pyongyang over North Korea’s nuclear ambitions have
also adversely affected the already-strained relations between Seoul and
Washington. Seoul’s sunshine policy to actively engage Pyongyang might
well foreshadow the sunset of the South Korean–U.S. alliance. There re-
mained a widespread and entirely natural longing in South Korea to end the
threat from North Korea and to jettison the burdens that this entails.

In terms of domestic politics, from its inception the South Korean
government was dominated by strong, autocratic rulers exercising virtually
unchecked powers. Rhee became increasingly dictatorial and corrupt until a
student-led revolt forced him to resign in April 1960. A year later his mod-
erate successor, John M. Chang, was ousted by a military coup led by Major
General Park Chung Hee, whose iron-fisted rule ended abruptly with his
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assassination in October 1979. Park’s successor, Major General Chun Doo
Hwan, went on to create another authoritarian regime. Under Park and Chun,
South Korea experienced dramatic industrial development and became an
economic powerhouse. But the discrepancy between economic prosperity
and political backwardness created growing public discontent.

Near the end of Chun’s regime, South Koreans demanded an end to mil-
itary rule. The June Resistance of mid-1987 was a critical turning point for
the South Korean government, as it sought to abolish authoritarianism and
embrace a civil, democratic society and the rule of law. In the 1990s, under
Presidents Roh Tae Woo, Kim Young Sam, and Kim Dae Jung, South Korea’s
burgeoning democracy threw off the last vestiges of military rule. But its
once-famed economy, the world’s eleventh-largest, collapsed in 1997 during
the Asian financial crisis, forcing Seoul to seek a bailout loan from the Inter-
national Monetary Fund (IMF). Contrary to many predictions at the time, the
recovery from the economic crisis came quickly and forcefully, once again
producing a groundswell of national confidence.

Jinwung Kim
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Student demonstrators during a protest in Seoul on 23 June 1987. Demonstrators protesting throughout South Korea
against the political and economic situation eventually brought to an end the regime of President Chun Doo Hwan. In
October 1987 a new constitution provided for direct presidential elections. (Patrick Robert/Sygma/Corbis)
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The Republic of Korea’s (ROK, South Korea) armed forces were formed
by the U.S. Army Military Government in Korea (USAMGIK) immediately
after World War II. Americans envisioned a national defense force, and the
constabulary was seen as the basis of a military force, or national army. By
April 1946, the constabulary force in southern Korea numbered just over
2,000 men, armed principally with World War II–era Japanese small arms. On
8 February 1948, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK, North
Korea) announced the establishment of the Korean People’s Army (KPA),
and in March the United States proclaimed its support for a 50,000-man
South Korean constabulary.

On 8 April 1948, the U.S. Army ordered that a South Korean armed force
be organized, equipped, and trained for internal defense and security. Fear-
ful that the South Koreans might use the force to attack North Korea and
embroil the United States in a war, Washington severely restricted the arma-
ment of the new army, depriving it of adequate antiaircraft, antitank, and
artillery weaponry and denying it tanks altogether. On 5 December 1948, the
South Korean government created the Ministry of National Defense as well
as an army and navy. Simultaneously, all constabulary brigades were reclas-
sified as army divisions. By March 1949, the South Korean security forces
amounted to some 114,000 men, of which 65,000 were army, 4,000 coast
guard, and 45,000 police. There was no air force. The South Korean Army
had equipment for only 50,000 men, while approximately one-half of the
police and coast guard were equipped with American carbines and side arms;
the remainder used Japanese equipment of a similar type. On 1 July 1949,
the United States organized the Korean Military Advisory Group (KMAG)
to train and advise the South Korean Army.

By June 1950, when the Korean War began, the South Korean Army had
grown to 98,000 men, but its equipment from the United States was suffi-
cient for only 65,000. There were eight infantry divisions—the 1st, 2nd, 3rd,
5th, 6th, 7th, 8th, and Capital. Only one, the Capital Division, was near full
strength; the others were handicapped because equipment for six divisions
had to be allotted to eight. As for the navy, the South Korean Coast Guard
had 6,145 men with an assortment of approximately ninety vessels, ranging
from Japanese minesweepers to picket boats, of which less than half were
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operational. South Korea had practically no air force, because the United
States was in no way committed to support one with advisors or materials.
The air service numbered only 1,865 men, with fourteen aircraft that had
been received in 1948 for liaison purposes only.

Thus, North Korea’s armed forces were far superior in military strength
when they invaded South Korea on 25 June 1950. Even though the South
Korean army was only slightly smaller than the aggressors, the fighting
capacity of the two forces was incomparable. The halfhearted U.S. support
for South Korean forces was revealed in the failure of the army to defend
itself successfully against North Korean aggression.

Badly outgunned at the outset of the Korean War and battered repeat-
edly by enemy offensives throughout, the South Korean military emerged as
a significant force by the end of the conflict in 1953. As a result, the South
Korean military establishment had a powerful voice in Korean domestic pol-
itics from the early 1960s to the early 1990s, mainly as a legacy of the Korean
War. Indeed, the war turned the military into the most powerful organization
in South Korean society.

During 1965–1973, the South Korean government authorized the dis-
patch of more than 47,000 South Korean troops to Vietnam at the request of
the U.S. government. Because there was an annual rotation of troops, the
total number of individual South Korean soldiers sent to Vietnam amounted
to approximately 312,000. This was far and away the largest contingent of
foreign troops sent to Vietnam outside of American forces. The United States
provided offset payments for the Koreans in Vietnam, who gained valuable
combat experience and also became proficient in the use of advanced U.S.
weaponry.

By the end of the Cold War, although North Korea’s weaponry was
quantitatively far greater, it was also qualitatively inferior to that of South
Korea, which was far more modern. With a 520,000-man ground force, South
Korea maintains 1,566 tanks, 1,550 armored vehicles, 4,200 field artillery
pieces, and 12 surface-to-surface missiles. The air forces of both Koreas were
comparatively equal in quantity and quality. North Korea has more fighters
and bombers, but its equipment was much older than that of the South
Korean Air Force. South Korea’s 40,000-man air force had 385 fighters, 51
special aircraft, 37 transport aircraft, 400 helicopters, and 263 other aircraft.
South Korean fighters consisted mostly of F-5s and F-4s. But South Korea
also had a number of F-16s, which have proven to be far better performers
than North Korea’s MiG-29s.

The navies of both Koreas have distinctively different characteristics. The
South Korean Navy, consisting of 35,000 men, was centered on 49 destroyers
and frigates, while the main component of the North Korean Navy of 40,000
men was 25 patrol submarines.

At the end of the Cold War, South Korea’s most vulnerable spot was
Seoul, the South Korean capital of more than 13 million people, that lies
only 28 miles from the demilitarized zone (DMZ) line along the 38th Parallel.
It is within easy range of North Korea’s artillery. Estimates held that North
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Korea could rain 300,000–500,000 artillery rounds on Seoul in the first hours
of a conflict, inflicting more than 1 million casualties.

Jinwung Kim
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The Korean War was a watershed conflict within the Cold War. The first
shooting war of the Cold War, it was also the first limited war of the nuclear
age. Korea was long the scene of confrontation among China, Japan, and
Russia. Controlled by either China or Japan for most of its modern history,
Korea was divided in half after World War II. Wartime agreements called for
the United States to temporarily occupy southern Korea up to the 38th Par-
allel, while the Soviet Union did the same north of that line. The Cold War
brought the permanent division of Korea into two states.

Efforts to establish a unified Korea failed, and in September 1947 the
United States referred the issue to the United Nations (UN), which called
for a unified Korean government and the withdrawal of occupation forces. In
January 1948 Soviet authorities refused to permit a UN commission to over-
see elections in northern Korea, but elections for an assembly proceeded in
southern Korea that spring. By August 1948 the Republic of Korea (ROK,
South Korea) had officially formed with its capital at Seoul and was headed
by seventy-year-old Syngman Rhee, a staunch conservative. Washington then
terminated its military government and agreed to train South Korea’s armed
forces.

In September 1948 the communists formed the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea (DPRK, North Korea) with its capital at Pyongyang and
led by veteran communist Kim Il Sung. Kim had fought the Japanese occu-
pation and ended World War II as a major in the Soviet Army.

Both Korean governments claimed authority over the entire peninsula,
but in December 1948 the UN General Assembly endorsed the ROK as the
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only lawfully elected government. That same month the USSR announced
that it had withdrawn its forces from North Korea. The United States with-
drew all its troops from South Korea by June 1949.

Beginning in May 1948, sporadic fighting began along the 38th Parallel.
Washington, fearful that the United States might be drawn into a civil war,
purposely distanced itself from these clashes. President Harry S. Truman an-
nounced that fighting in Korea would not automatically lead to U.S. military
intervention. In January 1950 Secretary of State Dean Acheson excluded
Korea from the U.S. strategic Asian defensive perimeter. The Joint Chiefs of
Staff (JCS) agreed with this, as did U.S. Far Eastern commander General of
the Army Douglas MacArthur. Such pronouncements undoubtedly encour-
aged Kim to believe that the United States would not fight for Korea.

For many years North Korea, the USSR, and the People’s Republic of
China (PRC) maintained that the Korean War began with a South Korean
attack on North Korea. This was propaganda. Beginning in late 1949 North
Korea prepared for full-scale war. Its Korean Peoples Army (KPA) was well
armed with Soviet weapons, including such modern offensive arms as heavy
artillery, T-34 tanks, trucks, automatic weapons, and about 180 new aircraft.
The KPA numbered about 135,000 men in ten divisions.

South Korea’s military situation was far different. The Republic of Korea
Army (ROKA) lacked equipment and trained leaders because of Washing-
ton’s unwillingness to fight in Korea and because the meager U.S. defense
budget would not allow it. ROKA training was incomplete and lacked heavy
artillery, tanks, and antitank weapons. South Korea had no air force apart
from trainers and liaison aircraft. The South Korean military numbered
95,000 men in eight divisions, only four of which were at full strength.

Washington was aware of the North Korean military buildup but be-
lieved that the communist powers would not risk war. Limited war was still
a foreign concept to U.S. planners. The U.S. military was also woefully
unprepared and ill-equipped. The army numbered only nine divisions and
630,000 men.

Kim planned to use his military superiority to invade and quickly con-
quer South Korea. Twice he consulted Soviet leader Josef Stalin, promising
him victory in a manner of weeks, assuring him that there would be a com-
munist revolution in South Korea, and insisting that Washington would not
intervene. Moscow and Beijing were actively preparing for the invasion as
early as the spring of 1949, and Russian military advisors assisted in its plan-
ning. Stalin concluded that even if the United States decided to intervene, it
would come too late.

Stalin pledged military assistance but not direct Soviet military involve-
ment. He also insisted that Kim meet with PRC leader Mao Zedong and
secure his assent to the plans. In late 1949, Mao released the People’s Liber-
ation Army (PLA) 164th and 166th Divisions of Korean volunteers who had
fought against the Japanese and in the Chinese Civil War, providing North
Korea with 30,000–40,000 seasoned troops.

On 25 June 1950, KPA forces invaded South Korea. The UN Security
Council called for an immediate cease-fire and the withdrawal of North
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Korean forces, a resolution that went unchallenged because of a Soviet UN
boycott. On 27 June the Security Council asked UN member states to fur-
nish assistance to the South Korea. President Harry S. Truman also extended
U.S. air and naval operations to include North Korea and authorized U.S.
Army troops to protect the port of Pusan. Upon General MacArthur’s recom-
mendation, President Truman committed U.S. Far Eastern ground forces to
Korea on 30 June.

The invasion caught both MacArthur and Washington by surprise. Yet
U.S. intervention was almost certain, given the Truman Doctrine, domestic
political fallout from the communist victory in China in 1949, and the belief
that success in Korea would embolden the communists elsewhere. During
the three-year conflict, no war was ever formally declared; Truman labeled
it a “police action.”

At the time of the invasion the United States had four poorly trained
and equipped divisions in Japan. By cannibalizing his 7th Infantry Division,
MacArthur was able to dispatch the 24th and 25th Infantry Divisions and the
1st Cavalry Division to Korea within two weeks. Meanwhile, Seoul fell on
28 June. Most of South Korea’s equipment was lost when the bridges span-
ning the Han River were prematurely blown.

On 5 July the first American units battled the KPA at Osan, 50 miles
south of Seoul. Expected to stop a KPA division, Task Force Smith consisted
of only 540 men in two rifle companies and an artillery battery. The KPA,
spearheaded by T-34 tanks, easily swept it aside.

At the request of the UN Security Council, the UN set up a military com-
mand in Korea. Washington insisted on a U.S. commander, and on 10 July
Truman appointed MacArthur to head the UN Command (UNC). Seventeen
nations contributed military assistance, and at peak strength UNC forces
numbered about 400,000 South Korean troops, 250,000 U.S. troops, and
35,000 troops from other nations. Two British and Canadians units formed
the 1st Commonwealth Division. Turkey provided a brigade, and there were
troops from Australia, Thailand, the Philippines, Colombia, Ethiopia, France,
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Greece, Belgium, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, and New Zealand. Other
nations provided medical units.

U.S. forces were unprepared for the fighting. Difficult terrain, primitive
logistics, poor communication, and refugees did as much to delay the North
Korean offensive as did the defenders. In the chaotic atmosphere of the
UNC retreat, both sides committed atrocities. The South Koreans executed
some 2,000 political prisoners. U.S. and UNC troops shot a number of inno-
cent civilians as the KPA infiltrated throngs of refugees and used them as
human shields. North Korea committed far greater atrocities during its occu-
pation of South Korea, however, slaying an estimated 26,000 political oppo-
nents. The KPA also executed American prisoners of war (POWs) in the fall
of 1950.

By mid-July UNC troops had been pushed back into the so-called Pusan
Perimeter, an area of 30–50 miles around the vital port of Pusan on the south-
eastern coast of Korea. Here U.S. and ROK forces bought valuable time and
ultimately held. This success was attributable to UNC artillery, control of the
skies, and Eighth Army (EUSAK, Eighth U.S. Army in Korea) commander
Lieutenant General Walton Walker’s brilliant mobile defense. The KPA also
failed to employ its early manpower advantage to mount simultaneous
attacks along the entire perimeter.

Even as the battle for the Pusan Perimeter raged, MacArthur was plan-
ning an amphibious assault behind enemy lines. Confident that he could
hold Pusan, MacArthur deliberately weakened EUSAK to build up an inva-
sion force. He selected Inchon as the invasion site. As Korea’s second largest
port and being only 15 miles from Seoul, Inchon was close to the KPA’s main
supply line south. Seizing it would cut off KPA troops to the south. Mac-
Arthur also knew that he could deal North Korea a major political blow if
Seoul were promptly recaptured.

The Inchon landing was a risky venture, and few besides MacArthur
favored it. Inchon posed the daunting problems of a thirty-two-foot tidal
range that allowed only six hours in twenty-four for sea resupply, a narrow
winding channel, and high seawalls. On 15 September, Major General
Edward Almond’s X Corps of the 1st Marine Division and the 7th Infantry
Division commenced the invasion. Supported by naval gunfire and air
attacks, the Marines secured Inchon with relatively few casualties. UNC
forces reentered Seoul on 24 September.

At the same time, EUSAK broke out of the Pusan Perimeter and drove
north, linking up with X Corps on 26 September. Only one-quarter to one-
third of the KPA escaped north of the 38th Parallel. Pyongyang ignored
MacArthur’s call for surrender, and on 1 October South Korean troops crossed
into North Korea. On 7 October the UN General Assembly passed a resolu-
tion calling for a unified, independent, and democratic Korea, and two days
later MacArthur ordered U.S. forces across the 38th Parallel. Pyongyang fell
on 19 October as stunned KPA forces fled north.

MacArthur then divided his forces for the drive to the Yalu River. He
ordered X Corps transported by sea around the Korean Peninsula to the east
coast port of Wonsan. Almond would then clear northeastern Korea. EUSAK
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would remain on the west coast and drive into northwest Korea. The two
commands would be separated by a gap of between 20 and 50 miles. Mac-
Arthur believed, falsely as it turned out, that the north-south Taebaek
Mountain range would obviate large-scale communist operations there. The
Eighth Army crossed the Chongchon River at Sinanju, and by 1 November
elements of the 24th Division were only 18 miles from the Yalu. Several days
earlier a South Korean unit reached the Yalu, the only UNC unit to get there.

China now entered the war—unofficially. Alarmed over possible U.S.
bases adjacent to Manchuria, Mao had issued warnings about potential
Chinese military intervention. He believed that the United States would be
unable to counter the Chinese numerical advantage and viewed American
troops as soft and unused to night fighting. On 2 October Mao informed
Stalin that China would enter the war.

Stalin agreed to move Soviet MiG-15 fighters already in China to the
Korean border. In this position they could cover the Chinese military buildup
and prevent U.S. air attacks on Manchuria. Soviet pilots began flying mis-
sions against UNC forces on 1 November and bore the brunt of the commu-
nists’ air war. Stalin also ordered other Soviet air units to deploy to China,
train Chinese pilots, and then turn over aircraft to them.

Although Russian and Chinese sources disagree on what the Soviet
leader promised Mao, Stalin clearly had no intention of using his air units

for anything other than defensive purposes. China later
claimed that Stalin had promised complete air support for
their ground forces, but this never materialized.

On 25 October Chinese troops entered the fighting in
northwestern Korea, and Walker wisely brought the bulk
of EUSAK back behind the Chongchon River. Positions
then stabilized, and the Chinese offensive slackened. The
Chinese also attacked in northeastern Korea before halting
operations and breaking contact. On 8 November the first
jet battle in history occurred when an American F-80 shot
down a MiG-15 over Sinanju.

The initial Chinese incursion ended on 7 November.
In a meeting with President Truman at Wake Island on
15 October, General MacArthur had assured the president
that the war was all but won but that if the Chinese were
to intervene, their forces would be slaughtered. UNC air-
power, he believed, would nullify any Chinese threat. Yet
from 1 November 1950 to October 1951, MiGs so domi-
nated the Yalu River area that U.S. B-29 bombers had to
cease daylight operations.

The initial Chinese intervention had consisted of eight-
een volunteer divisions. In early November they moved
an additional twelve divisions into Korea, totaling some
300,000 men. MacArthur responded by ordering the air
force to destroy the bridges over the Yalu. Washington
revoked the order, but MacArthur complained that this
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threatened his command. Washington gave in. On 8 November, 79 B-29s and
300 fighter-bombers struck bridges and towns on either side of the Yalu. The
bombing had little effect. At the time most of the Chinese were in North
Korea, and the Yalu was soon frozen.

Meanwhile, Washington debated how to proceed. The political leader-
ship and the JCS under the chairmanship of General Omar Bradley believed
that Europe was the top priority. Washington decided that while Manchuria
would remain off-limits, MacArthur could take other military steps that he
deemed advisable, including resumption of the offensive. The Democrats
were reluctant to show weakness in Korea, and the Republicans had gained
seats in the November 1950 congressional elections.

While much was being made in the United States about the prohibitions
of strikes on Manchuria, the communist side also exercised restraint. With the
exception of a few ancient biplanes that sometimes bombed UNC positions at
night, communist airpower was restricted to north of Pyongyang. No effort was
made to strike Pusan, and UNC convoys traveled without fear of air attack.
Nor did communist forces attempt to disrupt Allied sea communications.

MacArthur had made X Corps dependent logistically on EUSAK instead
of Japan, and Walker insisted on delaying resumption of the offensive until
he could build up supplies. Weather also played a factor, with temperatures
already below zero. Finally, Walker agreed to resume the offensive on 24 No-
vember. To the east, X Corps was widely dispersed.

MacArthur seemed oblivious to any problems, seeing the advance as an
occupation rather than an offensive. It went well on the first day, but on the
night of 25–26 November the Chinese attacked the Eighth Army in force.
The Americans held, but on 26 December the South Korean II Corps dis-
integrated, exposing EUSAK’s right flank. The Chinese poured eighteen
divisions into the gap, endangering the whole Eighth Army. In a brilliant
delaying action at Kunu-ri, the U.S. 2nd Division bought time for the other
EUSAK divisions to recross the Chongchon. MacArthur now ordered a retire-
ment just below the 38th Parallel to protect Seoul.

Washington directed MacArthur to pull X Corps out of northeastern
Korea to prevent it from being flanked. Under heavy Chinese attack, X Corps
withdrew to the east coast for seaborne evacuation along with the South
Korean I Corps. The retreat of the 1st Marine Division and some army ele-
ments from the Chanjin Reservoir to the coast was one of the most masterly
withdrawals in military history. X Corps was redeployed to Pusan by sea. On
10 December, Wonsan was evacuated. At Hungnam through 24 December,
105,000 officers and men were taken off along with about 91,000 Korean
refugees who did not want to remain in North Korea.

The Korean War had entered a new phase: in effect, the UNC was now
fighting China. MacArthur refused to accept a limited war and publicized his
views to his supporters in the United States, making reference to “inhibi-
tions” placed on his conduct of the war. UNC morale plummeted, especially
with General Walker’s death in a jeep accident on 22 December. Not until
Lieutenant General Matthew Ridgway arrived to replace Walker did the
situation improve. In the United States, Truman found himself under heavy
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pressure from Republicans to pursue the war vigorously. But the administra-
tion reduced its goal in Korea to restoring the status quo ante bellum.

UNC forces again had to retreat when the Chinese launched a New
Year’s offensive, retaking Seoul on 4 January. But the Chinese outran their
supply lines, and Ridgway took the offensive. His methodical, limited ad-
vance was designed to inflict maximum punishment rather than to secure
territory. Nonetheless, by the end of March UNC forces recaptured Seoul,
and by the end of April they were again north of the 38th Parallel.

On 11 April 1951 President Truman relieved MacArthur of command,
appointing Ridgway in his stead. Lieutenant General James Van Fleet took
over EUSAK. Although widely unpopular at the time, MacArthur’s removal
was fully supported by the JCS, as MacArthur had publicly expressed his dis-
dain of limited war. He returned home to a hero’s welcome, but much to his
dismay, political support for him promptly faded.

On 22 April the Chinese counterattacked in Korea. Rather than expend
his troops in a defensive stand, Van Fleet ordered a methodical withdrawal
with maximum artillery and air strikes against communist forces. The Chinese
pushed the UNC south of the 38th Parallel, but the offensive was halted by
19 May.

UNC forces then counterpunched, and by the end of May the front sta-
bilized just above the 38th Parallel. The JCS generally limited EUSAK to
that line, allowing only small local advances to gain more favorable terrain.

The war was now stalemated, and a diplomatic settlement seemed expe-
dient. On 23 June 1951 Soviet UN representative Jacob Malik proposed a
cease-fire. With the Chinese expressing interest, Truman authorized Ridgway
to negotiate. Meetings began on 10 July at Kaesong, although hostilities would
continue until an armistice was signed.

UNC operations from this point were essentially designed to minimize
friendly casualties. Each side had built deep defensive lines that would be
costly to break through. In August armistice talks broke down, and later that
month the Battle of Bloody Ridge began, developing into the Battle of Heart-
break Ridge that lasted until mid-October. In late October negotiations re-
sumed, this time at Panmunjom, although the fighting continued. Half of
the war’s casualties occurred during the period of armistice negotiations.

On 12 November 1951 Ridgway ordered Van Fleet to cease offensive
operations. Fighting now devolved into raids, local attacks, patrols, and
artillery fire. In February 1953 Van Fleet was succeeded as EUSAK com-
mander by Lieutenant General Maxwell D. Taylor. Meanwhile, UNC air
operations intensified to choke off communist supply lines and reduce the
likelihood of communist offensives.

In November 1952 General Dwight Eisenhower was elected president
of the United States on a mandate to end the war. With U.S. casualties run-
ning 2,500 a month, the war had become a political liability. Eisenhower
instructed the JCS to draw up plans to end the war militarily including the
possible use of nuclear weapons, which was made known to the communist
side. More important in ending the conflict, however, was Stalin’s death on
5 March 1953. As the armistice negotiations entered their final phase in May,
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the Chinese stepped up military action, initiating attacks
in June and July to remove bulges in the line. UNC forces
gave up some ground but inflicted heavy casualties.

The chief stumbling block to peace was the repatria-
tion of POWs. The North Koreans had forced into their
army many South Korean soldiers and civilians, and thou-
sands of them had subsequently been captured by the
UNC. If all KPA prisoners were repatriated, many South
Koreans would be sent to North Korea. Also, many Chi-
nese POWs sought refuge on Taiwan (Formosa) instead
of returning to the PRC. Truman was determined that
no prisoner be repatriated against his will. This stance pro-
longed the war, but some U.S. officials saw a moral and
propaganda victory in the Chinese and North Korean
defections. The communist side rejected the UNC posi-
tion out of hand.

Following intense UNC air strikes on North Korean
hydroelectric facilities and the capital of Pyongyang, the
communists accepted a face-saving formula whereby a
neutral commission would deal with prisoner repatriation.
On 27 July an armistice was signed at Panmunjom, and the
guns finally fell silent.

Of 132,000 North Korean and Chinese military POWs,
fewer than 90,000 chose to return home. Twenty-two Amer-
icans held by the communists also elected not to return
home. Of 10,218 Americans captured by the communists,
only 3,746 returned. The remainder were murdered or died
in captivity. American losses were 142,091, of whom 33,686
were killed in action. South Korea sustained 300,000 casu-
alties, of whom 70,000 were killed in action. Other UNC casualties came to
17,260, of whom 3,194 were killed in action. North Korean casualties are
estimated at 523,400 and Chinese losses at more than a million. Perhaps
3 million Korean civilians also died during the war.

The war devastated Korea and hardened the divisions between North
and South. It was also a sobering experience for the United States. After the
war, the U.S. military establishment remained strong. For America, the Korean
War institutionalized the Cold War national security state. It also accelerated
the racial integration of the armed forces, which in turn encouraged a much
wider U.S. civil rights movement.

China gained greatly from the war in that it came to be regarded as the
preponderant military power in Asia. This is ironic, because the Chinese
Army in Korea was in many respects a primitive and inefficient force.
Nonetheless, throughout the following decades exaggeration of Chinese
military strength was woven into the fabric of American foreign policy, influ-
encing subsequent U.S. policy in Vietnam.

The Korean War effectively militarized the containment policy. Before
the war, Marshall Plan aid had been almost entirely nonmilitary. U.S. aid now
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shifted heavily toward military rearmament. The war also marked a sus-
tained militarization of American foreign policy, with the Vietnam War a log-
ical consequence.

Additionally, the Korean War solidified the role of the United States as
the world’s policeman and strengthened the country’s relationship with its
West European allies and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO).
The war facilitated the rearmament of the Federal Republic of Germany
(FRG, West Germany). It also impacted Japan and was a major factor fueling
that nation’s economy.

Militarily, the war was interesting for the extensive use of helicopters
and jet aircraft. The conflict was also a reminder that airpower alone cannot
win wars, and it revealed the importance of command of the sea.

No formal peace has ever been concluded in Korea. Technically, the two
Koreas remain at war, and the 38th Parallel remains one of the Cold War’s
lone outposts.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Founder and director of the Soviet space program. Sergei Korolev was born
in Zhitomir, Ukraine, on 30 December 1906. His parents divorced when he
was young, and his mother then married an electrical engineer who encour-
aged his stepson’s interest in mathematics. At age eleven, Korolev moved
with his family to Odessa.

In 1924 Korolev enrolled at the Kiev Polytechnic Institute in its aviation
branch. He also became a glider enthusiast. In 1926 he transferred to the
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Bauman High Technical School in Moscow, the top engineering college in
the Soviet Union. In 1928 he designed a glider, which he flew in a competi-
tion. Graduating in 1929, he joined the Central Aero and Hydraulic Institute,
working under the brilliant Soviet aircraft designer Andrei Tupolev. The
next year Korolev became interested in the development of liquid-fuel
rocket engines. In July 1932 he was appointed head of its Jet Propulsion
Group, which the next year became the Jet Propulsion Research Institute
with Korolev as its deputy chief. He headed research into cruise missiles and
a manned rocket-powered glider.

Soviet dictator Josef Stalin’s Great Purges of the late 1930s included
many scientists among the innocent victims, and in June 1938 Korolev was
arrested and accused of subversion, apparently because he advocated devel-
opment of liquid-fuel over solid-fuel systems. Sentenced to ten years in
prison, he was sent to the Siberian gulag. He nearly died in the brutal condi-
tions there, but in March 1940 he was returned to Moscow and was placed
in Butyrskaya Prison. That September he was transferred to a sharashka, in
effect a slave-labor camp for those held to be useful to the state. This sha-
rashka was an aviation design bureau prison. There he worked with other
aviation engineers, including Tupolev. Released in July 1944 on parole, in
September 1945 Korolev traveled to Germany to study and evaluate that
nation’s V-2 rocket program. The next year he was appointed head of a new
agency charged with developing long-range ballistic missiles based on the
German World War II advances. In this research the Soviets utilized some
5,000 captive Germans who had worked on the wartime V-1 and V-2 programs.

Over the next two decades, Korolev—the Soviet counterpart to Wernher
von Braun in the United States—headed the Soviet development of ballistic
missiles, satellite launch vehicles, satellites, manned spacecraft, and inter-
planetary probes. Korolev’s R-1 missile doubled the range of the German
V-2 and was the first ballistic missile to have a separate warhead. His R-5,
which flew successfully in 1953, had a range of 720 miles. The R-7 of 1957,
with a range of 4,200 miles, was the first true intercontinental ballistic mis-
sile (ICBM). In 1952 he joined the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
(CPSU), although he was not completely rehabilitated politically until 1957.

Korolev was especially interested in the space program and proposed
the R-7 rocket to lift satellites into orbit. Aware of the U.S. space program
through press reports, he secured the support of Soviet leader Nikita
Khrushchev, against the opposition of military and other political leaders, for
the attempt by the USSR to be the first nation to launch an object into space
orbit. Korolev achieved this feat in October 1957 with Sputnik I. Beginning
the next year, he planned a manned mission, achieved with the Vostok space-
craft in April 1961.

Korolev advocated a Soviet effort to land a spacecraft on the moon, and
for this his team designed the immense N1 rocket and the Soyuz spacecraft
as well as Luna vehicles to land on Mars. He also sought to send unmanned
missions to Mars and Venus. He did not live to see his plans come to fruition.
Korolev had already suffered a heart attack in 1960. His weakened heart con-
tributed to his death on 14 January 1966, following a botched routine surgical
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procedure. Korolev’s pivotal role in the Soviet space program was kept secret
from the Soviet people and the world and was not widely known until well
after his death.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Soviet premier. Born in St. Petersburg on 21 February 1904, Alexei Kosygin
served in the Red Army during 1919–1921. He graduated from the Leningrad
Cooperative Technicum in 1924 and from the Leningrad Textile Institute in
1935, after having joined the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU)
in 1927. After directing a textile mill and becoming active in the Leningrad
party apparatus, Kosygin began a rapid ascent in the CPSU, facilitated by the
removal of many members during the Great Purges of the 1930s.

In 1939, Kosygin was named to head the Soviet textile industry and
became a full member of the CPSU Central Committee. In 1940 he assumed
the post of deputy chairman of the Council of People’s Commissars (Coun-
cil of Ministers after 1946), a post he held until 1953. He became a candidate
member of the Politburo in 1946 and a full member in 1948. His ties to
Andrei Zhdanov, who was purged in 1948, resulted in his demotion to candi-
date status in the Politburo (now Presidium) in 1952.

Following Premier Josef Stalin’s death in 1953, Kosygin’s fortunes fluc-
tuated wildly as Stalin’s successors struggled for power. Expelled from the
Presidium, he was removed from and then regained numerous posts because
of his opposition to Georgy Malenkov, who lost the premiership in 1955 but
remained a powerful figure in the Presidium. Malenkov’s failed attempt to
remove First Secretary Nikita Khrushchev in July 1957 cost him his seats
in the Presidium and Central Committee. In the aftermath, Kosygin was
returned to candidacy status in the Presidium and was restored as deputy
chairman of the Council of Ministers. In 1960 he was elected a full member
of the Presidium.

Kosygin’s disagreements with Khrushchev over economic policies led
him to join the faction that ousted Khrushchev from power in October 1964.
In the resulting reapportionment of power, Kosygin became chairman of the
Council of Ministers (premier) in the new government. As premier, his most
significant achievements were in domestic economic affairs. He sponsored
the so-called Kosygin Reforms in 1965, which provided individual enterprises
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with increased autonomy from party control. They also
further centralized control of the economy through the
elimination of regional economic councils. Although never
fully implemented, the reforms did improve the efficiency
of economic planning.

Initially viewed as equal to First Secretary Leonid
Brezhnev in the collective leadership, Kosygin’s power
was in decline by 1968. The Prague Spring crisis lessened
Politburo interest in economic reform, and Brezhnev soon
assumed control over foreign affairs. By the early 1970s,
Kosygin was in a subordinate position to Brezhnev. Declin-
ing health led to Kosygin’s retirement in October 1980. He
died in Moscow on 18 December 1980.

Steven W. Guerrier
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Hungarian politician, head of the Smallholders’ Party, and briefly deputy
prime minister in November 1956. Born on 20 April 1908 in Patacs, Hungary,
Béla Kovács attended only elementary school and then worked on the family
farm. In 1933 he joined the Smallholders’ Party and became county general
secretary. In 1939 he was chosen as the assistant general secretary of the
party, and in 1941 he became head of the Hungarian Peasant Association.

On 15 November 1945, as leader of the Smallholders’ Party, the largest
Hungarian political party, Kovács was appointed minister of agriculture in
the Ferenc Nagy government. In February 1946 Kovács resigned to dedicate
more time to the Smallholders’ Party, of which he was now leader. Fearing
the strength of this party and Kovács’s influence, Soviet authorities arrested
him on 25 February 1947 and charged him with plotting against the Soviet
occupational forces. Without benefit of trial, he was sentenced to life impris-
onment in Siberia.
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In the autumn of 1955 Kovács was moved to Hungary, but he was not
released until the spring of 1956. In the brief reform government of Imre
Nagy, Kovács served as minister of agriculture and deputy prime minister
(2–4 November 1956). On 3 November 1956, he was elected chairman of the
reorganized Smallholders’ Party. In 1958 he won a seat in parliament. Within
weeks of his election, however, he became seriously ill and was never seated
in parliament. Kovács died on 21 June 1959 in Pécs.

Anna Boros-McGee
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Diplomat, chancellor of Austria, and notable champion of détente and nuclear
disarmament. Born on 22 January 1911 into a well-to-do Jewish industrialist
family in Vienna, Bruno Kreisky joined the Revolutionary Socialist Youth
Movement in his high school years and in the mid-1930s was jailed by Aus-
trian fascists for his political beliefs. On the day after Nazi Germany annexed
Austria (the Anschluss), he graduated from the University of Vienna Law
School and fled to Sweden for the duration of World War II. After the war,
Chancellor Karl Renner drafted Kreisky into the Austrian foreign service.
He was first posted to Scandinavia.

In 1953 Kreisky became secretary of state in the Foreign Ministry and
was instrumental in negotiating the Austrian State Treaty of 1955. From 1959
to 1966 he served as Austria’s foreign minister and made Vienna a premier
East-West meeting ground, operating behind the scenes during the summit
of June 1961 between Soviet leader Nikita Khrushchev and U.S. President
John F. Kennedy. Elected chairman of the Socialist Party in 1966, Kreisky
drove it to electoral victory in 1970 and would become Austria’s longest-
serving chancellor (1970–1983).

As chancellor, Kreisky continued to press for his East-West bridge-
building vision of a Cold War détente. He was instrumental in the Helsinki
Process and the Helsinki Meeting of 1975, and he also presided over the
meeting in Vienna in 1979 between Soviet leader Leonid Brezhnev and U.S.
President Jimmy Carter. As the longtime chairman of the Socialist Inter-
national, Kreisky was an early visionary in advocating a Middle Eastern policy
of a negotiated peace between Israel and the Palestinians. He was one of the
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first leaders to recognize Yasir Arafat’s Palestinian Liberation Organization
(PLO) and was often critical of hard-line Israeli governments. Along with the
Federal Republic of Germany’s (FRG, West Germany) Willy Brandt and
Sweden’s Olof Palme, Kreisky also championed the North-South dialogue.
These three socialist so-called Wise Men of Europe were dominant forces
in European politics for much of the 1970s. Kreisky sharply disapproved of
U.S. President Ronald Reagan’s reignition of the Cold War in the early 1980s
yet lived to see the end of it before his death in Vienna on 27 July 1990.

Günter Bischof
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Chairman of the Council of State of the German Democratic Republic
(GDR, East Germany) during 1989. Born in present-day Kolberg, Poland, on
19 March 1937, Egon Krenz joined the Socialist Unity Party (SED) of East
Germany in 1955 and progressed slowly through its ranks. Throughout most
of his career, he scrupulously followed the party line.

Krenz became a member of the Politburo in 1983. When public protests
forced Erich Honecker to resign on 18 October 1989, Krenz, a virtual un-
known at that point, was drafted as his replacement. The hope was that
Krenz could promulgate reform while maintaining the political stability and
leadership of the SED. One of his first reforms went awry, however, when an
easing of travel restrictions mistakenly announced by one of his ministers on
television on 9 November 1989 led to the opening of the Berlin Wall and the
collapse of the SED regime. Krenz resigned on 7 December 1989.

Krenz joined the successor party of the SED, the reformed communist
Party of Democratic Socialism (PDS), but his unrepentant attitude led the
PDS to strip him of membership in 1990. In 1997, Krenz was tried on charges
of electoral fraud and complicity in the deaths of almost one hundred per-
sons who died trying to get across the Berlin Wall. Convicted, he was sen-
tenced to six and a half years in prison. He maintained that events that had
taken place in East Germany were not covered by either the West German
or the new German code of law since East Germany had been a sovereign
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state. He also argued that both he and East Germany were not ultimately
responsible, as the superpowers had “dictated actions on both sides.” His
appeal was rejected in 1999, however, and he entered prison. Released in
2003, Krenz retired to Dierhagen, Mecklenburg.

Timothy C. Dowling
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President of Brazil (1956–1961). Born 12 September 1902 in Diamantina,
Minas Gerais, Juscelino Kubitschek moved to Belo Horizonte in 1921 and
graduated from Belo Horizonte University with a medical degree, becoming
a physician in 1927.

Kubitschek began his political career in 1934 when he was elected to the
Brazilian House of Representatives. He subsequently became the chief of
staff of the Minas Gerais government. In 1937 Brazilian President Getulio
Vargas dissolved the House of Representatives, cutting short Kubitschek’s
political career. He then returned to his medical practice. In 1940 he was
appointed mayor of Belo Horizonte before again being elected to the House
of Representatives in 1945. In 1950 he became governor of Minas Gerais.

Standing for the Social Democratic Party, which he had helped form in
1945, Kubitschek ran for the presidency on the platform of “fifty years of
progress in five,” the centerpiece of which would be the construction of a
magnificent new capital at Brasilia. In the 1955 presidential elections, he won
a comfortable victory, assuming office on 31 January 1956.

Kubitschek believed that he needed U.S. financial support if he were
to achieve his aims, as only U.S. aid could supply the levels of investment
and materials needed to drive his economic reforms. Toward that end, he
attempted to forge closer ties with the President Dwight D. Eisenhower’s
administration. In hopes of encouraging the United States to commit sub-
stantial monetary aid to the region akin to the Marshall Plan, Kubitschek
unveiled a plan that he dubbed Operation PAN-AMERICA. However, the Eisen-
hower administration was unwilling to agree to any proposal that would
require large commitments of foreign aid to Latin America. Kubitschek tried
to use the negative fallout from Vice President Richard M. Nixon’s visit to
Latin America in 1958 as leverage to wrest more foreign aid from Washing-
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ton but was unsuccessful. In spite of these setbacks, Kubitschek did manage
to forge better U.S.-Brazilian relations during his tenure in office.

In 1957 Kubitschek signed into law the relocation of the Brazilian capi-
tal to the new city of Brasilia, which consumed much of the government’s
financial resources. This coupled with a sharp drop in coffee prices led to
serious inflationary pressures. Soon thereafter, Kubitschek was forced to adopt
more austere economic policies.

Kubitschek left office in January 1961. He had intended to run for pres-
ident again in 1965, but in 1964 the military regime then in power suspended
his political rights. After a three-year exile, he returned to Brazil in 1967 and
entered the business world. Kubitschek died in a car crash near the city of
Resende on 22 August 1976.

Bevan Sewell
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Archipelago of thirty large and small islands, the sovereignty of which has
long been contested by the Russians and Japanese. The Kurile Islands are
located between the Japanese territory of Hokkaido and the Russian terri-
tory of Kamchatka. Between the Kurile Islands and Hokkaido are islands the
Japanese call the Northern Territories (Kunashiri, Etorofu, Shikotan, and
Habomai Islands). In the eighteenth century both the Russians and Japa-
nese laid claim to the Kuriles. In 1875, Japan gave up Sakhalin Island. In
return, Russia agreed to withdraw from the Kuriles. The Japanese controlled
the islands until the end of World War II.

The Soviets entered the war against Japan on 9 August 1945. One of
Soviet leader Josef Stalin’s key objectives upon entering the war against
Japan was to control the Kuriles, which blocked Soviet exits to the open sea.
Soviet control of the Kuriles had, in fact, already been arranged at the Feb-
ruary 1945 Yalta Conference. There the Allied leaders had approved a plan
in which South Sakhalin Island and the Kurile Islands were to go the Soviet
Union. It was codified by the 1951 San Francisco Peace Treaty that Japan
abandon the islands, but the exact terms of the transfer of the islands were
not prescribed in the treaty.

Japanese Prime Minister Yoshida Shigeru argued at the San Francisco
Conference that the Northern Territories were Japanese lands and were not
to be part of the larger agreement concerning the Kuriles. The Soviets refused
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to sign the treaty. The United States supported the Japanese position in Sep-
tember 1956, and a formal diplomatic memorandum stating as such was sent
to the Soviet Union in May 1957.

Nevertheless, Prime Minister Hatoyama Ichirom wished to normalize
relations between Japan and the Soviet Union in order to settle the territorial
problems and to liberate Japanese who were still being detained by the
Soviet Union from World War II. Hatoyama visited Moscow, discussed the
issues with Soviet Premier Nikolai A. Bulganin, and concluded the Japanese-
Soviet Joint Declaration in October 1956. Japan won the release of all the
detainees, but the territorial dispute persisted.

Deployment of Soviet forces in the Northern Territories and Kurile
Islands waxed and waned over time, but their numbers increased dramati-
cally during the 1970s and 1980s. The island of Hokkaido remained the main
focus of Japanese defensive preparations throughout the Cold War in spite of
the Japan-Soviet Joint Declaration in 1956. The sovereignty issue concern-
ing the Kuriles continues and is still an obstacle in Russo-Japanese relations,
even well after the end of the Cold War.

Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr. and Nakayama Takashi
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Monarchy in the Middle East. Kuwait, with a 1945 population of some
100,000 people, occupies 6,880 square miles, including the Kuwaiti share of
the Neutral Zone defined by agreement with Saudi Arabia in 1922 and par-
titioned by mutual agreement in 1966. Kuwait is thus about the size of the
U.S. state of Hawaii.

The oil-rich nation of Kuwait is strategically located at the northern end
of the Persian Gulf. It is bordered by Saudi Arabia to the south, Iraq to the
west and north, and the Persian Gulf to the east. The topography is flat, low
desert, and the climate is very hot and dry. Over 95 percent of the Kuwait
people live in urban areas, mostly along the coast. The nation’s major natu-
ral resources are oil and natural gas, comprising an estimated 10 percent of
the world’s known reserves. There is a minor fishing industry, but oil sales
make up half of Kuwait’s gross domestic product (GDP) and provide 80 per-
cent of the government’s yearly revenues. The large oil reserves have sus-
tained a relatively high per capita GDP annually and allow for extensive
social services for Kuwaiti citizens.
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Oil and geographic location have made Kuwait a crucial strategic state
far beyond what might be expected of a country its size and population.
Kuwait has been a key to British imperial interests in the Middle East, a
major player in regional affairs, a staunch Cold War ally of the United States,
the focus of the 1990 Persian Gulf War, and an important staging area for sub-
sequent American-led operations in Iraq.

In contrast to its current prominence, Kuwait was a remote part of the
Ottoman Empire in the eighteenth century, largely left to manage its own
affairs. This earlier insignificance is manifest in the fact that the Utub tribes
that settled in the area early in the eighteenth century called their central
town Kuwait, the Arabic diminutive for kut, meaning a fortress built near
water. By midcentury the Utub’s al-Sabah tribe, whose descendants still rule
Kuwait to this day, had emerged as the most prominent in the area. The al-
Sabah focused on developing the local pearl beds and taking advantage of
location to promote regional trade.

Recognizing the fact that any increase in the wealth of Kuwait and the
al-Sabah family would attract Ottoman attention and invite closer imperial
control and higher taxation, Sheik Mubarak al-Sabah sought the protection
of Britain, the major European power in the region. The result was an 1897
agreement in which Kuwait ceded control over its foreign affairs and defense
to the British. In return, Kuwait agreed to eschew alliances with other powers
and promised not to cede any concessions—economic or military—to any
other nations. Kuwait thus became a British protectorate. This situation
remained fairly static until Britain reduced its imperial commitments after
World War II. Kuwait became fully independent in June 1961.

Kuwait then aligned itself with the West—the United States in particular
—in regional and international affairs. The 1979 Iranian Revolution served
to further strengthen this alliance, and Kuwait became a staunch supporter
of Iraq during the Iran-Iraq War, which began in 1980. That support
included nearly $35 billion in grants, loans, and other assistance to the Iraqis.
After the war, which ended in 1988, Iraqi leader Saddam Hussein demanded
that Kuwait forgive its loans, reasoning that Iraq had been the bulwark in
the Arab world against Iran and was thus owed monetary concessions. Iraq
also accused the Kuwaitis of slant-drilling for oil into Iraqi fields and then
claimed that Kuwait was a “lost” Iraqi province, the administrative bound-
aries of which dated back to the defunct Ottoman Empire.

Angry with Kuwait’s refusal to forgive the Iraqi debt and convinced that
the kingdom was keeping oil prices artificially low by pumping too much oil,
Hussein launched an invasion of Kuwait on 2 August 1990. The international
response, which was divided into two stages, was strong and swift. The U.S.-
led Operation DESERT SHIELD saw a large-scale military buildup in Saudi
Arabia. Then in January 1991, when Hussein steadfastly refused to withdraw
from Kuwait, Operation DESERT STORM began, during which the United
States led an international military coalition, including other Arab nations, to
drive Iraqi forces from Kuwait. The brief war ended on 27 February 1991, with
Iraq compelled to recognize Kuwaiti independence.
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Thereafter, Kuwait remained a firm ally of the United States and allowed
its territory to be used as a staging area for the U.S.-led effort to oust Hussein
from power in spring 2003. In return the United States has been restrained
in any criticism of Kuwaiti internal affairs. In May 2005, however, Kuwait’s
parliament granted full political rights to women. The United States main-
tains a significant military and naval presence in the region that protects the
al-Sabah ruling family of Kuwait, which has had long experience in main-
taining its position from the nineteenth century to the present.

Daniel E. Spector
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Kuwaiti troops ready for review by King Fahd of Saudi Arabia. The men were participating in an assembly of coalition
forces before Operation DESERT STORM. (U.S. Department of Defense)


