
U.S. secretary of defense (1969–1973). Born in Omaha, Nebraska, on 1 Sep-
tember 1922, Melvin Laird was the son of a businessman with interests in
state politics. Laird graduated from Carleton College in 1942 and served in the
U.S. Navy during World War II.

Elected as a Republican U.S. congressman in 1952, Laird remained in
the House until 1969, becoming one of his party’s leading authorities on
military affairs and national security. A strong advocate of strategic weapons
systems, he feared that President Lyndon B. Johnson had
imprudently diverted funds from these to finance both the
Vietnam War and Great Society social programs.

In 1969 newly elected Republican President Richard M.
Nixon appointed Laird secretary of defense. Nixon and
his national security advisor, Henry A. Kissinger, intended
to retain control of foreign affairs themselves and hoped
that Laird’s excellent congressional connections would de-
fuse potential political criticism of their policies. Much to
Laird’s embarrassment, Nixon and Kissinger often left him
publicly ignorant of their initiatives.

On Vietnam, Laird implemented Nixon’s policies of
gradual Vietnamization, replacing U.S. military forces there
with Republic of Vietnam (RVN, South Vietnam) troops
while maintaining American air support. Laird’s instincts
were nonetheless solidly hawkish. In 1970 and 1971 he
defended U.S. military attacks on Laos and Cambodia
intended to eliminate enemy sanctuaries in those states,
arguing that such measures shortened the war and saved
American lives. He also strongly criticized Democratic pro-
posals to extend amnesty to young American draft evaders.

A hard-liner on military spending, Laird strongly sup-
ported the development of an American antiballistic mis-
sile (ABM) system on the grounds that the Soviets were
doing likewise. When the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty and
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the Strategic Arms Limitation Treaty (SALT) I placing limits on Soviet and
American ABMs were signed in 1972, Laird unsuccessfully urged that the
Senate should only ratify them if it were prepared to increase military budg-
ets for other weapons systems.

At the end of Nixon’s first term, Laird resigned as secretary. In summer
1973 he briefly assisted Nixon in handling the burgeoning Watergate scan-
dal, unavailingly calling for a speedy impeachment vote to resolve the crisis.
In 1976 Laird was an advisor in Gerald R. Ford’s unsuccessful presidential
campaign and afterward resigned from active politics. In retirement Laird
served on several corporate boards.

Priscilla Roberts
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Lithuanian politician, leader of the Lithuanian independence movement,
and Lithuanian head of state (1991–1992, 1996–2000). Born into a family of
intellectuals in Kaunas, Lithuania, on 18 October 1932, Vytautas Landsbergis
studied music and then lectured at various music schools and institutions in
Soviet-controlled Lithuania. He became a recognized expert in musicology
and music history.

Although Landsbergis was never a dissident, he strongly resented Soviet
rule in Lithuania, established during World War II. In 1988, he was a founding
member and then chairman of the Lithuanian reform movement, Sacjumdis.
The following year, Landsbergis was chosen as one of Lithuania’s deputies
to the Soviet Congress of People’s Deputies, and in early 1990 he was elected
to the Supreme Council (parliament) of Lithuania.

Initially, the Sacjumdis movement claimed to support Soviet leader Mikhail
Gorbachev’s reformist perestroika policies, but it soon became clear that
most Lithuanians would settle for nothing less than full independence. On
11 March 1990, the Lithuanian Supreme Council declared full and uncondi-
tional independence. Landsbergis was then elected president of the Supreme
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Council and in effect the head of state. Moscow responded by imposing an
economic blockade on Lithuania, and on 13 January 1991 fourteen Lithua-
nians died during a Soviet crackdown on protesters in Vilnius.

Landsbergis had criticized Western leaders for supporting Gorbachev’s
policies while at the same time sidestepping Lithuania’s rightful claim to inde-
pendence. His ideological and uncompromising stand caused some irritation
in the West, not to mention in Moscow, but in Lithuania it was supported
and admired. After the abortive putsch against Gorbachev’s regime in August
1991, Lithuania finally achieved unconditional independence.

Following his defeat in the 1992 parliamentary elections, Landsbergis
became leader of the opposition. The following year, he was elected chair-
man of the Lithuanian Conservative Party. During 1996–2000, he was once
again president of the Lithuanian parliament and head of state. Landsbergis
withdrew from politics in 2002.

Gudni Jóhannesson
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U.S. Air Force officer, intelligence operative, and purportedly the model for
the leading character in Graham Greene’s novel The Quiet American. Born in
Detroit, Michigan, on 6 February 1908, Edward Lansdale graduated from
the University of California at Los Angeles in 1931 and was commissioned in
the army through ROTC. During the Great Depression, he earned a living
selling advertising in California. He went on active duty during World War II
in the U.S. Army, serving with the Office of Strategic Services (OSS) and fin-
ishing his wartime service as a major with the U.S. Army Air Forces as chief
of the Intelligence Division in the western Pacific. After the war he was sta-
tioned in the Philippines with the air force until 1948, when he became an
instructor at the Air Force Strategic Intelligence School in Colorado.

In 1950, at the request of Filipino president Elpidio Quirino, Lansdale
became a member of the U.S. Military Assistance Group, tasked with opera-
tions to suppress the communist Hukbalahap rebellion. In 1953 Washington
dispatched Lansdale to join the U.S. mission in Vietnam as advisor on coun-
terguerrilla operations. After a brief tour in the Philippines, he returned to
Vietnam in 1954 to serve with the U.S. Military Advisory Group there.
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During Lansdale’s two years in southern Vietnam, he formed a close
relationship with Ngo Dinh Diem, who would soon become president of the
Republic of Vietnam (RVN, South Vietnam). Lansdale’s Vietnam service
included supervision of largely unsuccessful covert operations against the
Democratic Republic of Vietnam (DRV, North Vietnam) as well as efforts to
train the Republic of Vietnam Army (ARVN). In 1955 he advised Ngo on
methods to ensure victory in the October 1955 Vietnamese referendum.

After helping to solidify Ngo’s rule, Lansdale returned to Washington in
1957 to serve in various military and Defense Department positions. He was
promoted to brigadier general in 1960 and major general upon his retirement
in 1963. From 1959 to 1961, he played a prominent role in training Cuban
exiles for the disastrous April 1961 Bay of Pigs invasion. Until his retirement
in November 1963, he also worked with the Central Intelligence Agency
(CIA) in its attempts to assassinate Cuban leader Fidel Castro.

Lansdale’s convoluted career included two years of service as a consult-
ant to the Food for Peace Program. He returned to South Vietnam in 1965 as
senior liaison officer of the U.S. Mission to the Republic of Vietnam and then
became assistant to U.S. Ambassador Ellsworth Bunker in 1967. Lansdale
retired for good in 1968, wrote his memoirs, and died in McLean, Virginia, on
23 February 1987.

Daniel E. Spector
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Southeast Asian nation located on the Indochinese Peninsula. Comprising
91,428 square miles, about twice the size of the U.S. state of Pennsylvania,
Laos is a landlocked nation bordering on Vietnam to the east, Cambodia to
the south, Thailand to the west, and Burma and China to the north. It had a
1945 population of some 1.7 million people. During the Cold War, Laos was
consumed by revolution and war. Landlocked by larger neighbors and the
buffer between ancient empires, after World War II Laos found itself at
the intersection of French colonialism, Indochinese nationalism, communist
expansionism, and U.S. containment policies.
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Once an ancient Thai kingdom, in 1893 Laos was incorporated into
French Indochina. Lao nationalism developed rapidly upon Japan’s conquest
of Indochina during World War II. Lao King Sisavangvong proclaimed Lao
independence in March 1945. But with Japan’s defeat shortly thereafter, he
renounced the declaration and instead endorsed a French protectorate. His
prime minister, Prince Phetsarath, did not agree with this decision and in
September 1945 proclaimed Lao independence. The king dismissed him,
and Phetsarath joined the dissident Lao Issara (Free Lao) movement.

The Lao Issara was intertwined with the communist-led Viet Minh in
neighboring Vietnam. Many Lao nationalists, such as Prince Souvannaphong,
were linked to Vietnam by ethnicity or marriage. In March 1946 Lao and
Vietnamese guerrillas fought together against French rule. The French
prevailed, and the Lao Issara fled in disarray to Thailand. Laos was then re-
absorbed into French Indochina. Badly weakened by World War II and con-
flict with the Viet Minh that included the latter’s invasion of Laos, in 1953
France granted the Royal Lao Government (RLG) nominal independence.
The independence of Laos was confirmed in the July 1954 Geneva Accords.

The United States began economic and social programs to develop
Laos. However, aid created a dependency on the United States that eventu-
ally spawned considerable resentment. Prince Souvannaphong and others
joined the communist Pathet Lao (Country of Lao), which opposed Western
imperialism, including aid from the West. Fearing a civil war, a neutralist
solution emerged in the mid-1950s, centered on Prince Souvanna Phouma.
Intelligent and mild-mannered, Souvanna was well respected by most Lao.
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However, U.S. officials saw him as a communist dupe. Souvanna believed
that Laos could survive the Cold War only through neutrality. He also tried to
bridge divisions by building coalition governments. In 1956 Souvannaphong
and other leftists representing the Neo Lao Hak Xat (NLHX, Lao Patriotic
Front) joined Souvanna’s coalition.

The success of the NLHX in the 1958 elections alarmed the Americans,
leading to the withdrawal of U.S. aid. This action destabilized Souvanna’s
government and gave rise to Phoui Sananikhone, a pro-American rightist. He
became prime minister in August 1958 and brought members of the Royal
Lao Army (RLA) into government, notably Colonel Phoumi Nosavan. Phoumi
led the RLA against North Vietnamese forces using Lao territory for the Ho
Chi Minh Trail into the Republic of Vietnam (RVN, South Vietnam). When
Phoui challenged this, Phoumi took control of the government in a Decem-
ber 1959 coup.

Phoumi was related to Thai strongman Sarit Thanarat and developed
links through him to the U.S. military in Thailand. This alienated some Lao,
even within the RLA, who resented foreign domination. In August 1960,
RLA soldiers led by Captain Kong Le launched a coup of their own to restore
Souvanna’s neutralist government. Humiliated, Phoumi withdrew to secret
bases in northern Thailand. U.S. President Dwight Eisenhower’s adminis-
tration decided to reestablish aid programs to Souvanna and restrain Phoumi,
but Thailand refused to lift its blockades of the Lao border. Souvanna ap-
pealed to the Soviet Union, which airlifted supplies to Vientiane. In Decem-
ber 1960, Phoumi’s forces drove Souvanna out of Vientiane. Kong Le’s men
retreated to the Vietnamese border, where they linked up with the Pathet
Lao. Phoumi installed yet another government under Prince Boun Oum.

The Democratic Republic of Vietnam (DRV, North Vietnam) now feared
that Phoumi would shut down the Ho Chi Minh Trail and allow American air
bases in Laos. American strategy was to deny communist access through
Laos to insurgencies in South Vietnam and northern Thailand, and Laos thus
became an important litmus test of America’s anticommunist resolve. Wash-
ington backed Phoumi and increased aid to Thailand, which became the base
for many operations throughout Indochina.

U.S. President John F. Kennedy’s administration continued these poli-
cies but by 1962 decided to abandon the volatile Phoumi. Instead, Kennedy
reluctantly put his faith in Souvanna. After months of negotiations, in June
1963 an international agreement was reached barring foreign military advi-
sors and establishing a neutralist, coalition government in Laos. Souvanna
returned as prime minister, with both Souvannaphong and Phoumi serving
in his cabinet.

The agreement did not last. North Vietnamese soldiers remained in
eastern Laos, while American and Thai operations continued in other parts
of the country. Infighting paralyzed the Lao government with assassinations
and ceaseless power struggles. Finally, Souvanna abandoned neutralism,
convinced that Hanoi controlled the Pathet Lao. In December 1964 he author-
ized U.S. military operations against communists in the country, drawing
Laos ever closer to the war next door in Vietnam.

1176 Laos



In Operation BARREL ROLL, the United States routinely bombed the Ho
Chi Minh Trail in eastern Laos, and by 1968 there were between 200 and 300
U.S. air strikes in the country daily. Laos soon became the most heavily
bombed country in the history of warfare. As a result, untold thousands of
Lao people were killed, with ethnic minorities, comprising 50 percent of the
population, caught in the middle. Many minority Hmong, Yao, Akha, and
other peoples became refugees. Some joined anticommunist irregular forces
under the command of Hmong RLA officer Vang Pao, who was trained and
supplied by the Thais and Americans to fight the so-called Secret War in Laos.

By 1970 the communists controlled much of Laos. The Americans re-
sponded with more bombing, expanded covert operations, and then a South
Vietnamese invasion of the Ho Chi Minh Trail. All failed. RLG losses were
very high, and by 1970 a large number of Vang Pao’s men were in fact Thais
secretly reassigned to Laos. Facing defeat, in 1973 the RLG secured a cease-
fire upon the Paris Peace Accords between North Vietnam and the United
States. A new coalition government emerged, dominated by the NLHX.

Communist victories in Cambodia and South Vietnam did not immedi-
ately spread to Laos. Pathet Lao success came from Vietnamese backing and
did not translate into wide popular support. Many still favored Souvanna and
Lao King Savana Vatthana. Gradually, the NLHX eliminated its rivals.
Finally, in December 1975, the communists forced Souvanna and the king to
resign their offices. The NLHX took power with Souvannaphong as presi-
dent and banned all other political parties.

There was, however, no peace for Laos. Armed resistance continued,
particularly among the Hmong. Many Lao people died or disappeared in com-
munist reeducation camps, including the royal family. Border clashes with
Thailand flared throughout the 1980s, and innumerable economic problems
made Laos one of the world’s poorest countries. Laos became even more
dependent on Vietnam, which itself was isolated from the world community
because of its Cambodian occupation. Only very recently has Laos opened
up and begun to address the long, painful process of rebuilding.

Arne Kislenko
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The development of communism and communist party structures in Latin
America began well before the Cold War. European immigrants familiar with
the writings of Karl Marx and events such as the 1871 Paris Commune began
importing communist ideology to Latin America in the late nineteenth cen-
tury. After the successful Russian Revolution of 1917 and the emergence of
the Comintern (Communist International) in the 1920s, many communist
organizations in Latin America became aligned with the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union (CPSU).

Throughout the Cold War, communism in Latin America was shaped by
several varieties of communist thought, emanating from both international
and domestic sources. Most prominent Latin American communist parties
took instructions directly from the Soviets. Beginning in the late 1950s, how-
ever, many Latin American nations had competing communist factions in-
fluenced by Chinese communism. In 1963 the Chinese Communist Party
(CCP) called for the growth of Marxist-Leninist parties independent of Soviet
direction. By 1965, there were CCP-style organizations in Bolivia, Brazil,
Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, and Peru. These parties pledged allegiance to the
People’s Republic of China (PRC). The pro-Chinese organizations remained
relatively small, however, often operating in the shadows of the pro-Soviet
parties. Only in Peru and the Dominican Republic did pro-Chinese organi-
zations come to outnumber pro-Soviet parties in membership.

Latin America also witnessed a number of indigenous communist
movements. One of the most persistent of these was Venezuela’s Movement
to Socialism (MAS), founded in December 1970. Although some MAS party
leaders were defectors from the older pro-Soviet Communist Party of Vene-
zuela (PCV), many espoused an ambiguous ideology that viewed international
communist parties with indifference. MAS candidates enjoyed modest suc-
cess in the 1970s, and by the 1980s the party had become a significant force
in Venezuelan politics.

Some Latin American communist factions took guidance from the Cuban
government of Fidel Castro. Since Castro’s successful 1959 revolution and
the installation of the Communist Party of Cuba (PCC) as the nation’s only
legal party, Cuba attempted to export its revolution throughout the region,
encouraging revolutionaries to pursue change through armed insurrection.
In the 1960s Cuba sent small numbers of troops to Central America, South
America, and elsewhere in the Caribbean to foment rebellion. It was during
one such engagement in Bolivia that Cuban revolutionary Ernesto “Che”
Guevara was killed in 1967.

While the Castro model for seizing power by fighting guerrilla wars in
the countryside was strong throughout the 1960s, it was mostly in conflict
with the advice coming from the CPSU. The Soviets publicly encouraged
working within the apparatus of labor organizations and striving for influence
through peaceful means. The most successful effort following the advice of
the Soviets occurred in Chile. The Communist Party of Chile rose to power
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in the elections of 1970 as the dominant faction in the broader Popular Unity
coalition. In a congressional vote, the Popular Unity coalition built support
for and elected as president a Socialist Party leader, Salvador Allende. Pro-
Soviet communists in Latin America hailed this victory as a model for fur-
thering the spread of communism in the hemisphere.

To the United States, however, the strength of the Chilean communists
within the Popular Unity coalition appeared as a threat to hemispheric secu-
rity. In 1973 a coup backed by the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency (CIA)
succeeded in deposing and killing Allende and installing the strongly anti-
communist dictator Augusto Pinochet.

Nicaragua’s communist regime under the Sandinistas, in power since
July 1979, was a major supporter of communist insurrection in neighboring El
Salvador throughout the 1980s. Although the Sandinistas continued export-
ing arms to communist rebels in El Salvador as late as 1990, the party was
voted out of office that same year, leaving Castro the only communist leader
in control of a Latin American nation.

By the end of the Cold War the communist parties of Latin America
were diminishing in size and influence and had begun to identify ways to
continue shaping Latin American politics by working within existing politi-
cal frameworks. A convention of ten South American communist parties met
in Quito, Ecuador, in February 1990. There they pledged support for multi-
party systems and agreed to cooperate with social and Christian democratic
parties as well as with other reform factions.

Creston S. Long
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Fidel Castro’s successful consolidation of the revolutionary state in Cuba after
1959 encouraged the mobilization of popular resistance movements through-
out much of Latin America. These liberation movements generally had two
targets: standing governments that repressed popular political ambitions and
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aspirations, and the international order that, according to the theoretical
assertions of the organizers of the liberation movements, held Latin America
in a subordinate position.

The Cuban Revolution did not in itself spark liberation movements in
other countries. In fact, efforts by Ernesto “Che” Guevara to sponsor other
revolutions through the creation of organizational focos failed.

Foco meant literally a focal point of organizational activity, associated
with foquismo, whereby the term was blown up into a theory of revolution.
Guevara and his followers asserted that a small group of committed revolu-
tionaries could, given the circumstances of Latin America’s general exploita-
tion and widespread poverty, move into any isolated or impoverished area
and generate a community of resistance by providing an example of sacrifice,
organization, and ideological commitment. This theory had been extrapo-
lated from the Cuban revolutionary experience in the Sierra Maestra, the
highlands of central Cuba, where a small band of committed revolutionaries
galvanized popular support for the movement to overthrow Fulgencio Batista.
Guevara and his later supporters built up their experience into a general plan
for revolutionary struggle and change. Their assertions were particularly
influential for rebel efforts in Central America and Chiapas in southern Mex-
ico. In 1967, Guevara himself was captured and executed in Bolivia during
such an attempt.

The atmosphere that produced the spread of popular liberation move-
ments was more complex. First, the Cold War fostered the rise of powerful
dictatorships in much of Latin America. During the 1940s and 1950s, gov-
ernments in Argentina, Brazil, Colombia, Guatemala, Peru, and Venezuela
that had mobilized popular sectors with promises of economic and social
reform had been forced from power by military coups (often sponsored by
the United States), foreign invasion, or interparty strife. By the start of the
1960s, the power of the regimes that had come into being earlier in the Cold
War had weakened substantially, and in turn frustration over the lack of sub-
stantive reform had grown.

A variety of examples had appeared in and beyond Latin America that
helped inspire organized challenges to state power. The defeat of the French
in Indochina in 1954 helped demonstrate the potential success of a guerrilla
insurgency against a stronger foe. Algerian resistance to French control begin-
ning in November 1954 generated important theoretical and practical les-
sons. The brief success of the Bolivian Revolution in 1952 and the ability of
Castro and his communist rebels to challenge one of Latin America’s most
entrenched dictatorships demonstrated that a social base for revolution existed
within the region.

In the 1960s, two distinct intellectual streams inspired the development
of revolutionary organizations. The Marxist tradition, central to the Cuban
Revolution, enjoyed broad support among intellectuals, students, and organ-
izations linked to industrial workers. Although communist parties, in exis-
tence for decades in almost every Latin American country, remained largely
isolated from the popular mobilization under way, in universities, large cities,
and within unions clandestine radical groups formed and began to organize for
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revolution. Groups that defined themselves as Marxist
and dedicated themselves to the revolutionary struggle ap-
peared in almost every Latin American country before 1965.

Coincidentally, within organizations associated with
the Roman Catholic Church, a second revolutionary front
took shape. Responding to calls from the Church hierarchy
to make the Church more responsive to the needs of the
poor and oppressed, lay organizers and clergy alike began
reaching out to communities in new and important ways.
The worker-priest movement in Argentina and the Comu-
nidades Eclesiales de Base (CEBs, Ecclesial Base Com-
munities) in Brazil and elsewhere are notable examples
of this trend. As this push for social and political engage-
ment peaked in response to the instructions that Vatican
Council II (1962–1965) provided, many of the clergy be-
came radicalized by the experience. Discouraged by the
Catholic Church’s conservatism, individuals resigned their
positions and became political activists.

The spread of revolutionary organizations did not
result in many successful challenges to established regimes
in the 1960s, however. Urban revolutionary cells in Mex-
ico, Nicaragua, and Venezuela appeared and quickly col-
lapsed. In Guatemala, efforts to organize a peasant revolt
collapsed under pressure from military campaigns that the
United States helped coordinate and support.

The few successful organizations relied on a com-
munity or institutional base. Radical Marxist groups in
Peru took shape in Andean universities. In Argentina, the
Ejército Revolutionario del Pueblo (ERP, Revolutionary
Army of the People) and the Montoneros emerged from groups that had
splintered off from the Perónist political movement. Other groups, such as
the Fuerza Armada Revolucionaria Colombiana (FARC, Colombian Revolu-
tionary Armed Forces), the M-19 in Colombia, and the Frente Sandinista
de Liberación Nacional (FSLN, Sandinista National Liberation Front) in
Nicaragua, survived and expanded by shifting from urban to rural bases.

The Catholic Church unintentionally contributed to the survival and
spread of popular liberation movements in much of Latin America. While
Church officials eventually backed away from the political engagement that
Vatican II had dictated, local parishes provided space and protection for com-
munity groups that initially focused on community needs and concerns. The
meeting places and community base allowed leaders to shift these groups
into more radical directions. This trend, which took place in the late 1960s
and early 1970s, came at times in reaction to attempts at repression or came
as a result of links to other radical cells that effectively recruited locals to
their broader causes.

In the 1970s, incompetent or incomplete efforts to destroy guerrilla
groups and protest organizations helped galvanize liberation movements
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in some cases. Most notably in Nicaragua, the clumsy and brutal actions of
the Anastasio Somoza dictatorship helped win sympathy and support for the
FSLN. By 1979, united with opposition political parties, reform groups, and
other dissenters, the FSLN overthrew the dictatorship and moved to estab-
lish a new Marxist revolutionary regime.

By the end of the 1970s, applying the lessons learned from the Vietnam
War and motivated by the challenge that the Sandinista government repre-
sented to its authority in the region, the United States became more directly
involved in a military reaction to popular liberation movements. U.S. inter-
vention in El Salvador helped transform the conflict there into a bloody
stalemate. Aid and advice to the Guatemalan military sustained its struggle
against peasant-based resistance groups.

Military governments in Argentina and Uruguay effectively neutralized
urban guerrilla movements. But in other contexts, government actions
helped maintain the strength of liberation movements into the 1980s and
beyond. While organizationally distinct from early revolutionary cells that had
operated in Chiapas, the Ejécito Zapatista de Liberación Nacional (EZLN,
Zapatista National Liberation Army) launched a strong challenge to the
authority of the Mexican state beginning in 1984.

Daniel Lewis
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One of America’s foremost experts on Central Asia and China, political advi-
sor to Chinese leader Jiang Jieshi, and during the McCarthy era a victim of
anticommunist hysteria. Born in Washington, D.C., on 29 July 1900, Owen
Lattimore spent much of his youth in China, where his father was an educa-
tional advisor to the Chinese government.

Lattimore became enthralled with Asian culture and society. In 1920 he
joined the staff of a newspaper in Shanghai and devoted himself to the study
of Chinese history and culture. He also made the acquaintance of National-
ist Chinese leader Jiang. In 1928 Lattimore took up studies at Harvard Uni-
versity but in 1929 returned to China, traveling the famed Silk Road and
other parts of the country.
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In 1930 Lattimore, now acknowledged as one of the
leading American experts on China, took an academic post
at Johns Hopkins University, where he soon became the
director of its Page School of International Relations, a
position he held until 1953. As he wrote and lectured, he
also became more engaged in public policy issues, espe-
cially as they related to U.S.-Chinese relations. During
1941–1942 he served as Jiang’s political advisor and during
1943–1944 was deputy director of the Office of War Infor-
mation’s Pacific theater operations. In 1945 Lattimore
returned to his post at Johns Hopkins University and pub-
lished Solution in Asia. In it, he urged Jiang to purge his
government of corrupt officials and undertake genuine
democratic reforms. This book made Lattimore a special
target of the so-called China Lobby, those Americans who
opposed compromise with the Chinese communists and
supported Jiang without reservation and question.

Following the October 1949 communist victory in the
Chinese Civil War, Lattimore and other so-called China
Hands (U.S. State Department China experts such as John
Stewart Service and John Paton Davies) came under fire
from reactionary Republicans and other conservatives for
having helped America “lose China.” Such rhetoric was
politically driven and utterly without merit, for if anyone
had “lost” China, it was Jiang and the inept Nationalists.
This line of accusation nonetheless played into the hands
of Republican Senator Joseph McCarthy, who in 1950
accused Lattimore of being “Moscow’s top spy.” Latti-
more came under intense scrutiny and was investigated by
McCarthy’s Senate subcommittee but was subsequently
cleared of all charges. However, in 1952 Lattimore was indicted for perjury
and again underwent agonizing scrutiny. Finally, in 1955, he was cleared of
all charges. But the damage had been done, and his name would always
remain suspect among those who believed that he was a spy. Lattimore con-
tinued to write, teach, and lecture. He died on 21 May 1989 in Providence,
Rhode Island.

Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr.
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Owen Lattimore testifies before the Senate Internal
Security Subcommittee. Lattimore, an academic and
expert on China, was accused of being a Soviet spy by
Senator Joseph McCarthy in 1950. Although Lattimore
was cleared of all charges in 1955, the damage had been
done. (Library of Congress)



Former Soviet republic and since August 1991 the independent Republic of
Latvia. Latvia, with a 1945 population of approximately 1.3 million people,
covers 24,938 square miles, roughly the size of the U.S. state of West Vir-
ginia. It borders on Lithuania and Belarus to the south, Russia to the east,
Estonia to the northeast, and the Baltic Sea to the west-northwest. Latvia has
a long history of changing governments and shifting populations. Its major
industries include the manufacturing of buses, vans, railroad cars, synthetic
fibers, agricultural machinery, fertilizers, electronics, pharmaceuticals, pro-
cessed foods, and textiles.

From 1721 to 1918, Latvia was controlled by imperial Russia. Latvia
gained its independence on 18 November 1918, although the republic was
vexed by political turmoil and lasted only twenty-one years. The Non-
aggression Pact of 23 August 1939 between Germany and the Soviet Union
contained secret provisions whereby the Soviet Union would take control of
Latvia. Thus, in October 1939, Moscow forced the Latvians to sign a treaty
of mutual assistance, which gave the Soviet Union ground, air, and naval bas-
ing rights there.

On 17 June 1940, Soviet forces invaded Latvia. Three days later, a new
pro-Soviet government was installed, and Latvia formally became a Soviet
territory. Some 35,000 Latvians were either killed or deported within the first
year of the incorporation. Germany invaded the Soviet Union in June 1941,
occupying Latvia until 1944. Many Latvians considered the Nazi occupiers
as liberators. However, this did not stop Germany from slaughtering as many
as 90,000 Latvian Jews. The Red Army reoccupied Latvia in 1944, and many
Latvians fled west during 1944–1945 to escape the return of Soviet control.

After the war, Latvians suffered severe hardships under Soviet rule
because of their resistance to mandated socioeconomic changes and the col-
lectivization of agriculture. As a result, more than 175,000 Latvians were
killed or deported to Siberia and northern Russia. At the same time, a large-
scale influx of Russians into Latvia lowered the number of Latvians there
by 25 percent.

During the second Russian occupation, Latvia remained one of most
economically advantaged and industrialized territories in the Soviet Union.
The Latvian Communist Party was composed mainly of non-Latvian immi-
grants, who maintained political control and shaped cultural influences in
the area for the next forty years.

In the late 1980s, with the advent of Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev’s
reform agenda, Soviet control of Latvia began to loosen. Demands for self-
rule soon began to surface, and members of the local Latvian government
joined with activists pushing for democratic reform. In the spring 1990 elec-
tions, Latvian nationalists won a majority of seats in the parliament and
moved quickly to draft and adopt a constitution. A 1991 popular referendum
resulted in a majority vote for secession from the Soviet Union. Latvia’s inde-
pendence drive was hastened by unforeseen events in Moscow. Two days
after the coup attempt against Gorbachev, Latvia declared its independence
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on 21 August 1991, which was recognized by the crumbling Soviet govern-
ment on 6 September 1991. Two weeks later Latvia joined the United
Nations (UN), and in 1994 the last of the Russian troops left the country.

Latvia applied for European Union (EU) membership in 1995 and was
accepted in 2004. It has become a preferred trading route between what is
now Western Europe and Russia. Latvia’s major trading partners are Russia,
Germany, Britain, Sweden, and Finland. Latvia joined the World Trade
Organization (WTO) in 1999 and has been a member of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO) since 2004.

Arthur M. Holst
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Strategic defensive concept that involves launching nuclear forces when
incoming nuclear missiles are still in flight—that is, when radar warnings of
an enemy attack are received. During the Cold War, it is believed that both
the United States and the Soviet Union adhered to some type of Launch on
Warning (LoW) strategy. With the advent of large nuclear missile forces in
the late 1950s, both nations adopted a LoW posture, although neither side
seemed willing to publicly admit to it.

LoW was theoretically designed to lessen the likelihood of a preemptive
first strike. The logic went that if one side knew that its opponent’s nuclear
forces would be launched before any actual detonations occurred (during a
sneak attack), then the fear of massive retaliation (and, later, mutual assured
destruction, or MAD) would prevent a preemptive nuclear strike. LoW would
also theoretically increase the odds of a retaliatory strike, because nuclear
missiles would be launched before being destroyed by incoming missiles.
In essence, military planners found unacceptable a scenario in which a retal-
iatory blow would be administered only after their country absorbed a crip-
pling and catastrophic first strike. LoW went hand in hand with MAD. Both
postures sought to discourage the use of a sneak attack by making the result
of such an attack too nightmarish to contemplate.

After the U.S. Ballistic Missile Early Warning System was erected in
1959, the ability to implement LoW became far easier. The task became
easier still in the 1970s with the advent of satellite-based warning systems.
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In most cases, these early warning devices gave commanders anywhere from
fifteen to thirty minutes’ warning of a nuclear attack. The Soviets, of course,
developed their own early warning systems. It is interesting that neither the
Soviets nor the Americans made LoW an explicit part of their nuclear strate-
gies. Nevertheless, the capability to do so had existed since at least the early
to mid-1960s. The extreme sensitivity and covert nature of the issue make
it difficult to determine when and if LoW ever became standard operating
procedure.

There are obviously very grave consequences associated with LoW, as
its many critics have made clear. It most certainly raises the specter of an
accidental nuclear exchange. If warning systems malfunction or are some-
how misinterpreted, nuclear forces may be launched upon false alarm. Such
scenarios are not just the bailiwick of fiction and Hollywood producers.
Indeed, both the Americans and Soviets have documented false warnings of
nuclear attack that might have unleashed Armageddon. Perhaps one of the
most disturbing of such occurrences happened on 14 November 1979. In the
wee hours of the morning, Zbigniew Brzezinski, President Jimmy Carter’s
national security advisor, was awakened by a phone call. What he heard was
horrifying. An early warning system indicated that a full-scale Soviet nuclear
attack involving some 2,220 missiles was under way. As he was about to in-
form the president, Brzezinski received another call indicating that the attack
was indeed a false alarm. Had Carter been made aware of the attack, he
would have had just three to seven minutes to decide on a response. As it
turns out, someone had mistakenly inserted a war game exercise program
into an early warning computer. The Soviets have reported similar incidents.

Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr.
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U.S. naval officer, administrator, diplomat, and outspoken opponent of the
atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Born on 6 May 1875 in Hamp-
ton, Iowa, William Leahy graduated from the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapo-
lis, in 1897. He saw action in the Spanish-American War (1898) as well as in
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the Philippine Insurrection and Boxer Rebellion in China
during 1899–1902.

Deciding to make a career in the navy, Leahy was
stationed at a number of posts and became close friends
with Franklin Roosevelt, then assistant secretary of the
navy. In 1918 Leahy was promoted to captain, and in 1927
he became a rear admiral, at the same time taking on the
post of chief of the Bureau of Ordnance. He rose to the
rank of vice admiral in 1935.

In January 1937 Leahy was promoted to full admiral
and became chief of naval operations. He retired in 1939,
which prompted President Roosevelt to warn, “Bill, if we
have a war, you’re going to be right back here helping
me run it.” In September 1939, one month after Leahy’s
retirement, Roosevelt appointed him governor of Puerto
Rico. In November 1940 he became ambassador to France,
a position he held until May 1942. True to his words, Roo-
sevelt called Leahy back to active duty in July 1942 to
serve as chief of staff to the commander in chief, a special
post created for the wartime situation. In effect, Leahy
was the first chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, although
that title would not come into use until after the war. He
performed brilliantly in the role.

In December 1944 Leahy became the U.S. Navy’s first fleet admiral. He
gained respect from some and scorn from others when he vigorously opposed
the use of atomic weapons against Japan. He believed that Japan could be
defeated without the use of the bombs and without a costly invasion. He
cited the fact that America’s insistence on an unconditional surrender was
preventing the Japanese from capitulating.

In March 1949 Leahy again resigned his post and retired. The following
year, just as McCarthyism was about to set in and the Korean War broke out,
Leahy published his memoirs, I Was There. Its publication revived the debate
about the use of the atomic bomb. Indeed, Leahy wrote, “in being the first
to use it, we had adopted an ethical standard common to the barbarians of
the Dark Ages.” Such a position from a high-ranking war hero raised many
eyebrows and served only to fuel the fires of McCarthyism. Leahy died in
Bethesda, Maryland, on 20 July 1959.

Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr.
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Despite his lack of combat experience, Admiral of the Fleet
William Daniel Leahy was in effect the first chairman of
the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff (JCS) during World War II
and a trusted presidential advisor. Leahy opposed drop-
ping the atomic bomb on Japan. (Library of Congress)
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Middle Eastern nation located on the eastern end of the Mediterranean Sea,
bordering on Israel to the south and Syria to the east and north. Covering
4,015 square miles (roughly twice the size of the U.S. state of Delaware),
Lebanon’s 1945 population was approximately 1.4 million people. This fig-
ure is only an estimate, as there are no official census figures. The only gov-
ernment census was in 1932, when France held Lebanon as a League of
Nations mandate. It counted 861,399 people. France used this census as the
basis for the religious composition of local government, giving a six to five
advantage to Lebanese Christians. That ratio was maintained after inde-
pendence following World War II, with subsequent population figures being
estimates by experts on demographic trends. A U.S. Central Intelligence
Agency (CIA) population estimate in 1986 showed that Shia Muslims com-
prised 41 percent and Sunni Muslims 27 percent of the population. The
Maronites (Christians) comprised 16 percent, Greek Orthodox and Greek
Catholics 5 percent each, and the Druze 7 percent.

Lebanon declared its independence from France in November 1941,
becoming a charter member of the United Nations (UN) in 1945 and a mem-
ber of the Arab League the same year. However, sectarian differences served
as a basis for internal strife, as did regional and international conflicts. Al-
though the Maronites continued to control Lebanon, the relative growth of
other groups—mainly Islamic—brought that control into contest.

Sectarian tensions have plagued Lebanon since independence. The
growing Muslim population led ultimately to dissatisfaction with Christian
dominance. This strife has been exacerbated by regional and international
conflicts. Lebanon’s membership in the Arab League embroiled the country
in the Arab-Israeli conflict from the very beginning of Israeli independence
in 1948, with Lebanese forces joining other Arab nations to crush the Jewish
state.

The Cold War also played a part in Lebanon’s woes, as both the United
States and the Soviet Union sought influence in the region by supporting
various regimes at odds with each other. A turning point came in 1958. That
year, the pro-Western monarchy in Iraq fell and was replaced by a govern-
ment that seemed to tilt toward the Soviet bloc. Egypt had already rejected
Western support in favor of Soviet aid in building the Aswan Dam and was
pursuing union with Syria, which still had claims to Lebanon. Lebanon’s
Maronite-controlled government responded by requesting American aid,
and President Dwight D. Eisenhower sent U.S. Marines to Beirut to stabi-
lize the region. The intervention worked. Muslim and Christian Lebanese
appeared to be working together in recognition of the growing power of the
Muslim population.

This seeming accommodation was short-lived, for regional conflicts now
took center stage. Since 1948 there had been more than 100,000 Palestinian
refugees in Lebanon, some of whom pursued guerrilla operations against
Israel. Lebanese Muslims generally supported the Palestinians, while the
Christian population opposed guerrilla operations, fearful that these would
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lead to Israeli reprisals that would threaten Lebanese independence. The
Arab-Israeli wars of 1967 and 1973 coupled with the expulsion of Palestinian
guerrillas from Jordan in 1970–1971 increased the power of the Palestinians
in Lebanon. Indeed, the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) estab-
lished its headquarters in Beirut.

The Lebanese Army tried to restrain the guerrillas, but this led to sec-
tarian clashes between the Maronites and Muslims. Civil war broke out in
1975. The subsequent chaos involved years of conflict between Lebanese
Christians and Lebanese Muslims. Lebanese of both faiths were often at
odds with the Palestinians. In addition, occupation of various parts of Lebanon
by chiefly Syrian but also Israeli and Palestinian forces as well as terrorist
attacks on French and American military forces posted there in the early 1980s
only added to the unrest. The human toll resulting from Lebanon’s strife
has been tremendous. Indeed, in some of the worst of the fighting during
March 1975–November 1976, some 40,000 Lebanese were killed and 100,000
wounded.

The end of the Cold War did not mean the end of civil conflict in
Lebanon. It continued, with Syria, a former Soviet client state, dominating
the country with an active military presence. Although Syrian forces departed
in 2005, Lebanon still suffers from the complex nature of its internal struggles
and will likely remain a pawn in regional conflicts.

Daniel E. Spector
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The first U.S. intervention in Lebanon occurred in 1958 when President
Dwight Eisenhower ordered U.S. Marines to the tiny nation to support a
peaceful transition of power. This action was in direct response to Cold War
concerns of instability that might benefit the Soviet Union in the Middle
East as well as to the perceived threat from Arab nationalism, then being
promoted by Egyptian President Gamal Abdel Nasser. This intervention has
generally been considered a success, and a peaceful transition of power was
brokered by the United States. The second U.S. intervention in Lebanon took
place during 1982–1984, when President Ronald Reagan similarly deployed
U.S. Marines, first to act as a buffer between an invading Israeli military force
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and the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), headquartered in Beirut,
and later to serve as peacekeepers.

In January 1957, President Eisenhower requested a congressional reso-
lution authorizing the use of force in the Middle East to prevent the spread
of communism. This policy, which became known as the Eisenhower Doc-
trine, was formed in response to waning British influence in the region follow-
ing the Suez Crisis of 1956. Prior to this, the Eisenhower administration had
been willing to allow the British to take the lead in protecting the Middle
East, particularly its vital oil fields. By 1957, however, the president had lost
faith in British capabilities and declared his intention to take the lead in
keeping the region out of Soviet control. The doctrine was therefore used
as a guarantee to the noncommunist governments in the region as well as a
threat to those who would support alliances with the Soviets.

Events in the region during 1957 and 1958 were seen by the United
States as warning signs that both communism and radical Arab nationalism
were on the rise. In 1957, King Hussein of Jordan, considered a moderate,
established diplomatic relations with the Soviet Union. In February 1958,
the most radical regimes in the region, Egypt and Syria (both supported by the
USSR), merged to form the United Arab Republic (UAR). In July 1958, the
pro-Western Iraqi monarchy was overthrown by a radical military junta.

In the face of these developments, along with relentless propaganda by
Arab nationalists against his more pro-Western regime and internal threats to
his rule, Lebanese President Camille Chamoun asked for direct American
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intervention to defend his government. President Eisenhower, invoking his
new doctrine, immediately ordered U.S. Marines to Lebanon.

The main issue at stake in Lebanon was Chamoun’s effort to change the
constitution to allow him to continue to rule the nation after his term of office
expired. Eisenhower instructed his personal representative in Lebanon, noted
diplomat Robert Murphy, to pressure Chamoun to give up power in order to
circumvent an all-out civil war in Lebanon. Chamoun eventually conceded,
and a popular favorite for the presidency replaced him, allowing American
troops to withdraw peacefully.

The second American intervention in Lebanon, during 1982–1984, was
similar in many ways to the first, at least in the beginning. On 6 June 1982,
Israeli forces invaded Lebanon in an effort to crush the PLO, which had been
using Lebanon as a base of operations for attacks against Israel. Although a
staunch supporter of Israel, by 1982 President Reagan had begun to fear that
Israeli actions in Lebanon (and elsewhere) would inflame anti-Western
sentiments in Arab nations and provide an opportunity for increased Soviet
influence in the region. Therefore, his administration attempted to broker
an arrangement whereby the PLO would be evacuated from Lebanon in
exchange for an Israeli promise to withdraw to its own borders.

When worldwide pressure intensified against Israel after its relentless
attacks in Lebanon, especially in the PLO’s West Beirut stronghold, and after
direct threats by the Reagan administration, the PLO was allowed to leave
Beirut in late summer 1982. As part of the agreement, a multinational force
(MNF) of American, French, and Italian troops was sent to Beirut to ensure
the safety of those departing from its harbor. More than 15,000 Palestinians
were successfully evacuated by the end of the operation on 1 September 1982.

Following the evacuation of the PLO, however, the ongoing civil war
escalated among various Christian, Muslim, and Druze factions vying for
control of Lebanon. Furthermore, Israeli and Syrian forces in Lebanon con-
tinued to clash, threatening an all-out war between the two nations. Reagan
ordered the Marines back to Beirut (and convinced the other members of
the MNF to do the same) to serve as peacekeepers. As time passed, the
MNF was embroiled in the fighting and became viewed as supporting the
Lebanese government.

When a bomb exploded outside the U.S. embassy in Beirut in April 1983,
the justification for the MNF to stay in Lebanon changed. Secretary of State
George Shultz argued that America would not give in to terrorists, and so the
Marines stayed in place as the civil war raged on. Then, on 24 October 1983,
an event occurred that forced the United States and the MNF from Lebanon
for good. A suicide bomber, believed to be from a Shiite Muslim terrorist
group, drove a vanload of explosives into the Marine barracks at the Beirut
airport, killing 241 troops. Across town at the French headquarters, another
bomb killed 58 soldiers. Public pressure in the United States and the col-
lapse of the Lebanese Army in February 1984 finally forced Reagan to with-
draw the Marines from Lebanon, and the other MNF nations soon followed.
The Lebanese Civil War raged for years afterward.

Brent M. Geary
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French Army general and commander of French Far Eastern forces (1945–
1946). Born into an aristocratic family on 28 November 1902 near Amiens,
Count Jacques-Philippe de Hauteclocque took the nom de guerre of Leclerc
during World War II to avoid reprisals against his family in France. Upon his
1924 graduation from the French military academy at Saint-Cyr, he distin-
guished himself the next year as a second lieutenant fighting Moroccan
rebels. He returned to teach at Saint-Cyr and also contributed articles on
social issues to the Revue Catholique.

Wounded in June 1940 during the Battle of France, Leclerc was taken
prisoner. The Germans believed him too weak to move and placed him at
a chateau belonging to some of his friends, from which he escaped to join
Brigadier General Charles de Gaulle’s Committee of National Liberation in
London.

After his recuperation, Leclerc went to Nigeria and gathered scattered
groups of French colonial soldiers. In a daring campaign begun with only about
twenty men, he won over garrisons and with them control of the Cameroons.
By 1941 Free French forces controlled all of French Equatorial Africa. Leclerc,
by now a colonel, commanded the Desert Army of veteran colonial troops,
Chad Sharpshooters, an Arab camel corps, a few British officers, and some
young Free Frenchmen. With this force and a few obsolete aircraft, he con-
ducted successful raids against Italian outposts in the Sahara.

In late spring 1942 Leclerc decided on a march from Lake Chad to the
Mediterranean. De Gaulle sent both supplies and reinforcements. Begun on
22 December, the march covered 2,000 miles in thirty-nine days. On 25 Jan-
uary Leclerc’s force entered Tripoli concurrent with the British Eighth
Army. In June 1944 Leclerc, now commanding the French 2nd Free French
Armored Division, landed at Normandy. His division captured Alençon, the
first French city retaken by French troops. General Dwight Eisenhower
allowed Leclerc’s division to be the first to liberate Paris, and it also liberated
Strasbourg and Bordeaux.
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With the end of fighting in Europe, in June 1945 de Gaulle appointed
Leclerc to command the French Expeditionary Corps to restore French sov-
ereignty in Indochina. Leclerc was unenthusiastic. “Send me to Morocco,”
he said. De Gaulle claimed that he replied, “You will go to Indo-China be-
cause that is more difficult.”

Leclerc signed for France the Japanese surrender document, and on
5 October 1945 he arrived in the city of Saigon. He soon secured an agree-
ment with the British that preserved France’s position in southern Vietnam,
and on 25 October he began the reconquest of Indochina for France, pre-
dicting that it would take about a month for mopping-up operations to be
concluded. Leclerc’s highly mobile mechanized forces quickly established
French authority over southern Vietnam and Cambodia but, numbering
only 40,000 men, they controlled little beyond the cities and main routes of
communication.

Leclerc became convinced that the Viet Minh was a nationalist move-
ment that France could not subdue militarily, and he supported talks that
resulted in the March 1946 Ho-Sainteny Agreement with the Democratic
Republic of Vietnam (DRV, North Vietnam). Unlike most of his compatriots,
he was aware of the great difficulties of jungle warfare and favored negotia-
tions that would mean abandoning the attempt to create an independent
Cochin China. In a secret report to Paris on 27 March 1946, he said that there
would be no solution through force in Indochina.

The return of French high commissioner to Indochina Admiral Georges
Thierry d’Argenlieu to assume political control relegated Leclerc to military
functions. D’Argenlieu and other French colonial administrators opposed
meaningful concessions to the nationalists, and Leclerc, at his own request,
departed Indochina in frustration. On 14 July 1946 he was named inspector
general of French forces in North Africa and was promoted to full general.
Leclerc died in a military plane crash in Algeria on 28 November 1947.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Vietnamese revolutionary, member of the Vietnamese Communist Party’s
Political Bureau, and chief negotiator at the Paris Peace Talks. Le Duc
Tho was born Phan Dinh Khai in Nam Ha Province on 14 October 1911.
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He became active in communist political circles at a young age and in 1930
helped found the Indochinese Communist Party (ICP). During the 1930s he
spent nearly a decade in prison for his anti-French political activities. In 1945
he helped form the nationalist Viet Minh organization with Ho Chi Minh
and from the late 1950s largely directed the war in the Republic of Vietnam
(RVN, South Vietnam). According to some sources, Le’s views actually pre-
vailed over those of Ho.

Le is primarily remembered for his role in the Paris Peace Talks with the
United States, which began in May 1968. He demanded an immediate halt
to U.S. bombing of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam (DRV, North Viet-
nam) and the dismantlement of South Vietnam’s government. American nego-
tiators, especially National Security Advisor Henry Kissinger, refused these
demands. The negotiations and the bombings continued until 1972, when Le
and Kissinger agreed to a cease-fire. Le again requested a halt to the bomb-
ings, but he softened his stance on Vietnam’s political self-determination.
He eventually accepted a cease-fire that would leave South Vietnam’s Presi-
dent Nguyen Van Thieu in power but that also allowed North Vietnam’s
People’s Army of Vietnam (PAVN) troops to remain in parts of South Viet-
nam. The final peace agreement was signed in early January 1973. The United
States withdrew its troops in March of that year. Late in 1973 the Nobel
Prize Committee awarded both Le and Kissinger its peace prize, which Le
refused to accept because the war continued.

In 1975 Le traveled to South Vietnam to oversee the final offensive there,
which resulted in the unification of the country in April 1975. Between 1975
and 1986 he continued as a member of the Vietnamese Communist Party
Central Committee. In 1978 he oversaw Vietnam’s invasion of Cambodia.
His power diminished in the mid-1980s, and following the economic reforms
of 1986 he resigned his posts. Le died in Hanoi on 13 October 1990.

Brian D. Behnken
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U.S. Air Force general. Born in Columbus, Ohio, on 15 November 1906,
Curtis LeMay attended Ohio State University by day and worked in an iron
foundry at night. Enrolling in ROTC, in June 1928 he secured a commission
as a second lieutenant in the field artillery before switching to the Army Air
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Corps, winning his wings in October 1929. In 1937 he
transferred to the 49th Bombardment Group at Langley
Field, Virginia, becoming one of the first pilot-navigators of
the new Boeing B-17 Flying Fortress and leading a fleet of
the aircraft on a goodwill tour of Latin America.

Promoted to colonel in March 1942, LeMay took com-
mand of the 305th Bomb Group, leading it to Britain later
that year as part of Eighth Air Force. He soon established
himself as a daring commander and tactical innovator who
improved bombing techniques. As commander of the 3rd
Bombardment Division from June 1943, he led the first
shuttle raid on Regensburg, Germany, landing in North
Africa and winning promotion to brigadier general in Sep-
tember. In March 1944 he became the youngest U.S. major
general since Ulysses S. Grant.

In August 1944 LeMay was transferred to the Pacific
theater, where he headed the 20th Bomber Command of
new Boeing B-29 Superfortress bombers based in China.
With these planes, he conducted the first raids on the Japa-
nese mainland. In January 1945 he took charge of the 21st
Bomber Command on Guam and developed the highly
innovative low-level, nighttime fire-bombing techniques
that were used to destroy major Japanese industrial cities,
while at the same time reducing B-29 losses. In July 1945
he took command of the Twentieth Air Force in the Mari-
anas, which included the B-29s that dropped atomic bombs
on Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

During 1945–1947 LeMay served as deputy chief of
staff for research and development, helping to deploy the
first jet bombers in the new U.S. Air Force. In October 1947 he assumed
command of the U.S. Air Forces in Europe, thus overseeing the initial aerial
resupply operations of the city of Berlin during the Soviet blockade of
1948–1949. In October 1948 he was recalled to the United States to head
the Strategic Air Command (SAC). In his nine years as SAC commander,
he greatly expanded its manpower and aircraft, adding B-47 and B-52 jet
bombers and KC-135 jet tankers. He also integrated intercontinental mis-
siles into the force.

In 1951 LeMay was promoted to full general, the youngest since Grant.
Named Air Force vice chief of staff in 1957 and chief of staff in 1961, LeMay
had numerous disagreements with President John F. Kennedy, Secretary of
Defense Robert S. McNamara, and General Maxwell D. Taylor’s flexible re-
sponse strategy. LeMay took a hard-line approach in the 1962 Cuban Missile
Crisis when he advocated bombing Soviet missile installations in Cuba. He
also disagreed with President Lyndon B. Johnson’s policy of gradual escalation
during the Vietnam War. LeMay retired to enter private business in Febru-
ary 1965. His book America in Danger (1968) was sharply critical of Johnson’s
Vietnam policies.
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In 1968 LeMay ran unsuccessfully for the vice presidency of the United
States on a ticket headed by George C. Wallace. LeMay advocated massive
bombing of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam (DRV, North Vietnam), not
ruling out the use of nuclear weapons, “to bomb them back into the Stone
Age.” LeMay died at March Air Force Base, Riverside, California, on 1 Octo-
ber 1990.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Mutual-aid program among the various Allied powers during World War II,
dominated mainly by U.S. material assistance to thirty-eight members of the
wartime alliance. When World War II began in September 1939, the U.S.
Neutrality Acts forbade the sale of American war matériel on anything other
than a cash-and-carry basis. By autumn of 1940, with France out of the fight
and the United Kingdom in dire straits and running short of supplies and
assets, President Franklin Roosevelt realized the need to provide Britain
with immediate assistance. Isolationist sentiment in the United States, how-
ever, dictated that Roosevelt not strike too munificent a deal. This led to
Roosevelt’s brilliant (and consciously misleading) analogy, first aired at a
press conference on 17 December 1940, that America should temporarily
loan Britain war goods in the same way that a person might loan a garden
hose to a neighbor whose home was on fire.

The Lend-Lease bill became law on 11 March 1941. It remained in
effect until August 1945, when President Harry Truman canceled the bulk of
the program after the Japanese surrender, a decision that vexed the British
government given its perilous economic condition and angered the Soviets,
who had also relied heavily upon Lend-Lease aid.

Any firm dollar amount of the value of Lend-Lease aid is somewhat spec-
ulative, but during its lifetime the program is thought to have provided at
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least $50 billion in aid. About half of this amount was in the form
of munitions, 22 percent in industrial goods, 13 percent in agricul-
tural products, 5 percent in oil, and the remainder in services ren-
dered (for example, the rental, maintenance, and repair of
shipping). Lend-Lease aid reached its peak in 1944, when the
United States delivered $15.1 billion in goods and services, or
about 17 percent of the nation’s entire war expenditures for that
year. More than $30 billion in Lend-Lease aid went to the United
Kingdom, with the Soviet Union receiving $11 billion, France
$2.3 billion, and China $1.3 billion. The supply pipeline was not
all one-way, however. The United States received $7.3 billion
from the British and French, mostly in the form of technology
transfers and raw materials.

The terms of Lend-Lease repayment were left to the discretion of the
president, and Roosevelt had spoken only of a vague “gentlemen’s agree-
ment,” with no firm conditions laid down. In December 1945 the United
Kingdom reached a settlement with the United States to pay off $532 million
in Lend-Lease obligations. The British government paid off the remainder
of its Lend-Lease debt on 29 December 2006. Several billion dollars were
supposed to be repaid by the Soviets at the end of hostilities, but the onset
of the Cold War halted negotiations, and it was only in June 1990, under much
different circumstances, that the United States and the USSR finally negoti-
ated a settlement.

Alan Allport
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King of Belgium (1934–1950). Born on 3 November 1901 in Brussels, the son
of King Albert I, Leopold Philippe Charles Albert Meinrad Hubertus Marie
Miguel fought in World War I, serving as a soldier in the 12th Belgian Regi-
ment. After the war, he enrolled at the St. Anthony Seminary in Santa Bar-
bara, California. In 1926 he married Princess Astrid of Sweden. She died in a
car accident, in which Leopold was driving, in 1935.

Leopold became king on 23 February 1934 following the death of King
Albert. After September 1939 and the start of World War II, Leopold rejected
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appeals from France and Britain for military conversations, fearful that this
would encourage the Germans to invade Belgium. When the German Army
did invade neutral Belgium in May 1940, Leopold soon surrendered his
forces in violation of pledges made to France and Britain. He also refused to
leave the country as part of the government-in-exile in London. In 1941 he
married his children’s governess, Liliane Baels, a commoner. Removed from
Belgium by the Germans in 1944, Leopold was liberated by Allied troops in
Austria at the end of the war.

Feelings in Belgium ran high against Leopold at the end of the war, and
he remained in Geneva while the Belgian government debated the fate of
the monarchy. In a March 1950 referendum, he received 57.7 percent of the
vote. He then returned to Belgium, but when mass demonstrations and riots
erupted in Wallonia (which had voted heavily against the king), he relin-
quished control of affairs to his son Baudouin on 2 August 1950. When Bau-
douin reached his majority, Leopold abdicated in his favor, and Baudouin
acceded to the throne on 16 July 1951. Leopold subsequently traveled exten-
sively and pursued an interest in social anthropology. He died in Bruxelles
(Brussels) on 25 September 1983.

John H. Barnhill
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French extreme rightist politician and founder and leader of the right-wing
political party Le Front National (National Front). Born on 20 June 1928 in
Trinité-sur-Mer, France, Jean-Marie Le Pen fought in the Resistance during
World War II. This experience provided the grist for his rabid anti-Gaullism
and anticommunism. Le Pen became politically active in right-wing youth
organizations as a student of law at the University of Paris in the late 1940s
and early 1950s.

In 1953 Le Pen abandoned his studies, joined the Foreign Legion, and
served in Indochina as a parachutist. Upon his return in 1955, he resumed his
studies and political career by joining the right-wing Poujadist movement.
Winning a seat in the January 1956 elections as a Poujadist, he became the
youngest member of the National Assembly. In September, however, he left
France to participate in the Algerian War. Accused of torture, he was forced
to return to France in May 1957.
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After having broken with another right-wing politician, Pierre Poujade,
Le Pen successfully ran as an independent in the November 1958 elections
but lost his seat in November 1962. This setback did not keep him from sup-
porting the candidacy of the rightist candidate Jean-Louis Trixier-Vignancour
in the presidential elections of 1965. In 1972, Le Pen founded his own party,
the far-rightist Front National. His primary focus has been one of seeking
to maintain the purity of the French nation and its culture, mainly through
vicious anti-immigration rhetoric. This largely explains his fierce anticom-
munism blended with anti-Semitism, xenophobia, homophobia, and admira-
tion of German national socialism.

Le Pen has rejected the European integration process and is an advocate
of a tariff-protected economy. Initially a mere marginal political figure, he
has enjoyed increasing popularity, particularly since the 1980s. While captur-
ing only 0.75 percent of the vote in the 1974 presidential elections, his share
rose to 15 percent in the 1995 elections and to more than 16 percent in 2002.
Moreover, he managed to win a seat in the European Parliament in 1984 and
again in 1999. His hitherto unchallenged position in the party was damaged
when his deputy, Bruno Mégret, challenged him as party leader in 1998. Al-
though Mégret’s power play was unsuccessful, the subsequent split weakened
Le Pen and Le Front National.

Matthias Trefs
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Prime minister (1959–1990) and senior minister of Singapore (1990–present).
Born in Singapore on 16 September 1923 to a middle-class Chinese family,
Li Guangyao beginning in 1935 attended the Raffles Institute and Raffles
College where he excelled as a student. He went on to study law at Cam-
bridge University, graduating in 1949, and returned to Singapore to prac-
tice law.

Li’s political career began in November 1954 when he founded the mod-
erate-leftist People’s Action Party (PAP), which has dominated Singapore
politics ever since. He became a champion of the poor and of labor unions
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while managing to solidify PAP’s political influence. In June
1959 he became the first prime minister of the city-state of
Singapore. In 1963 he brought Singapore into the Federa-
tion of Malaysia but in 1965 withdrew from the federation
because of political unrest. A republic was established that
same year, and Singapore became a wholly autonomous
entity, with Li continuing as prime minister.

As prime minister, Li engineered a miraculous trans-
formation of Singapore from a poverty-ridden port city to a
wealthy, modern state that became the model of East Asian
economic prowess. He oversaw a tightly controlled welfare
state with an emphasis on private enterprise and foreign
investment. But his rule also had a rather dark side that
included the suppression of political opposition and the
implementation of strict laws governing public behavior
and drug use, many of which were accompanied by dra-
conian enforcement that included corporal punishment and
long jail sentences.

Criticized for his government’s repressive policies, Lee
stepped down as prime minister on 28 November 1990,
although he retained the position of senior minister, which
he still holds.

Ha Thi Thu Huong
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Chinese communist politician, vice premier, and premier of the People’s
Republic of China (PRC). Born in Chengdu, Sichuan, China, in October 1928,
Li Peng was adopted by Zhou Enlai, the future Chinese premier, in 1939.
In 1945 Li joined the Chinese Communist Party (CCP). He enrolled at the
Moscow Power Institute in 1948 and graduated in 1954.

Li returned to China in 1955 and became involved in a number of elec-
trical power programs, serving at the Fengman Hydroelectric Power Plant, in
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the dispatcher’s Office in the Northeast Power Bureau, and in the Beijing
Electric Power Administration.

During 1979–1983 Li served successively as vice minister and minister
of power industry and vice minister of the newly created Ministry of Water
Conservancy and Power. Meanwhile, his connection to the now-deceased
Zhou facilitated his rise in the CCP’s political hierarchy. In June 1983 Li
became vice premier, playing an active role in the PRC’s foreign affairs. He
became premier in 1988, a post he held until 1998. As premier, he was
responsible for China’s economic modernization and the military crackdown
against student demonstrators in the Tiananmen Square incident on 4 June
1989. His role in the incident seriously harmed his reputation in the inter-
national community. Li retreated from the political spotlight in 1998, be-
coming chairman of the National People’s Congress and a member of the
Standing Committee of the Politburo.

Law Yuk-fun
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Vice premier during 1954–1983 and president of the People’s Republic of
China (PRC) during 1983–1988. Born in Hongan, Hubei Province, on 23 June
1909, Li Xiannian was trained as a carpenter, having received little formal
education. In 1927 he joined the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) and began
organizing the peasantry and armed guerrilla units.

During the Sino-Japanese War, Li fought with communist forces in cen-
tral China, earning him command of the Central China Military Region in
1944. During the Chinese Civil War, he served first as deputy commander of
the Central Plains People’s Liberation Army and then in May 1949 as chair-
man of the provisional government of Hubei and political commissar of the
Hubei Military District.

After the PRC’s birth in October 1949, Li was assigned to serve in
Hubei, becoming mayor of Wuhan in 1952. In mid-1954 he was transferred to
Beijing when he became the vice premier. In mid-1957 he was also appointed
minister of finance, in which capacity he reformed the Chinese economy
along Soviet lines, resulting in the disastrous failure of the Great Leap For-
ward in late 1959. As vice premier, he led a number of delegations abroad to
nurture PRC ties with other socialist and third world nations. Despite several
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political purges, including the ultraleftist Cultural Revolution (1966–1976),
he retained his government positions. After the revolution ended, he took up
more positions, first as vice chairman of the CCP Central Committee in 1977
and then vice chairman of the state financial and economic commission in
1979.

In 1983 Li succeeded Deng Xiaoping as president of the PRC, a post he
held until 1988. During this time he devoted much attention to advancing
his nation’s international status. He retreated from public life in 1988 and
retained only the chairmanship of the People’s Political Consultative Con-
ference, in which capacity he supported Deng’s order to crack down on stu-
dent demonstrators in Tiananmen Square on 4 June 1989. Li died on 21 June
1991 in Beijing.

Law Yuk-fun
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Chairman of the Overseas Chinese Affairs Commission of the People’s Re-
public of China (PRC). Born in Tokyo in September 1908, Liao Chengzhi
enrolled at the Waseda University in Japan in 1925. In 1928 he joined the
Chinese Communist Party (CCP), which resulted in his expulsion from
the university and deportation from Japan. He then traveled to Europe and
the Soviet Union. In 1932 he returned to China to continue underground
party activities. During the Sino-Japanese War and the Chinese Civil War
he served in Hong Kong and Guangdong Province as the party’s purchas-
ing agent, liaison officer, and coordinator of revolutionary work in southern
China.

After the establishment of the PRC in 1949, Liao became deputy secre-
tary of the New Democratic Youth League and president of the All-China
Federation of Democratic Youth, both of which were founded by Liao him-
self and were devoted to promoting youth works and recruiting young party
members. He was made vice chairman of the Overseas Chinese Affairs Com-
mission, assuming the chairmanship in 1959. He was also responsible for
establishing and leading a number of mass organizations, such as the Sino-
Soviet Friendship Association, the Chinese People’s Institute of Foreign
Affairs, and the China Peace Committee, all of which came into existence in
late 1949 to cultivate the Chinese communist cause and image at home and
abroad. One of his primary tasks was to promote the PRC’s ties with Japan,
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which resulted in the establishment of the China-Japan Friendship Associa-
tion in 1963.

In 1967 Liao was purged from office during the Cultural Revolution. In
1972 he returned to the public scene as advisor to the Foreign Ministry, con-
tinuing his previous works of fostering PRC ties with Japan and the overseas
Chinese. Liao died on 10 June 1983 in Beijing.

Law Yuk-fun
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Western African nation, approximately 38,000 square miles in size, bordering
on Sierra Leone, Guinea, Côte d’Ivoire, and the Atlantic Ocean. In 1945, the
population of Liberia was approximately 730,000 people. In 1820, former
U.S. slaves began to colonize lands populated by many indigenous groups, and
on 26 July 1847 they founded the state of Liberia. The new nation closely
followed the political and constitutional model of the United States, from
which its founders (known as Americo-Liberians) had come. The Americo-
Liberian minority monopolized political power, denying citizenship to indige-
nous peoples until 1946.

With the outbreak of World War II, Liberian President Edwin Barclay
sought to strengthen Liberia’s historical ties to the United States by entering
the war on the Allied side (although the tiny Liberian military never fought
in the war) and granting the United States the right to build and maintain
military bases in Liberia. In exchange, Liberia received American assistance
in developing its infrastructure, which included the construction of Liberia’s
first deep-water port of Monrovia.

Barclay’s successor, William Tubman, continued this pro-American policy
throughout most of his nearly twenty-eight years as president (1944–1971),
receiving significant U.S. aid and in return welcoming extensive foreign
investment, especially from American companies. Under this policy, how-
ever, Liberia’s economy remained weak, and sharp divisions between the
prosperous Americo-Liberians and the impoverished masses led to increas-
ing social unrest. Tubman also supported the United States politically, back-
ing its stance on African decolonization as well as the war in Vietnam.

Over the course of his tenure, Tubman increased his personal power by
effectively banning political opposition and setting up a vast internal security
apparatus. He consolidated Liberia’s modest military (including a national
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guard, militia, and coast guard) under a joint command and rechristened it
the Armed Forces of Liberia (AFL). He also expanded its forces from 3,000
men in 1962 to 4,000 at the time of his death in 1971. In 1980, the AFL
counted 5,000 troops. Throughout this period, the Liberian military received
significant training and equipment from the United States.

When Tubman died in office in 1971, he was succeeded by his vice pres-
ident, William Tolbert Jr. The late 1960s and the 1970s witnessed the dete-
rioration of Liberian-U.S. relations. Complaining that the United States was
taking Liberia’s support for granted, first Tubman and then Tolbert turned
toward Pan-Africanism and Cold War neutrality, while economically Liberia
sought to expand trade and political contacts with Europe. Under Tolbert,
Liberian relations with the communist bloc improved dramatically. Liberia
engaged in diplomatic exchanges with the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe,
formally recognized Cuba in 1976, and opened relations with the People’s
Republic of China (PRC) after Tolbert visited the PRC on a state visit in
1979.

Economic weakness and popular discontent mounted during the 1970s,
reaching a peak in 1979. Liberia’s so-called year of ferment began when the
government proposed reducing subsidies on rice, effectively doubling the
price of this Liberian staple food. The ensuing Rice Riots soon evolved into
sustained, broad-based social protests against government corruption and
ineptitude, which Tolbert met with harsh repression and the imprisonment
of political opponents.

Amid this atmosphere of instability, a group of enlisted soldiers led by
Samuel Doe staged a coup in April 1980, killing Tolbert and most of his
cabinet while decimating the upper ranks of the military. The new regime
promised a more equitable distribution of wealth and power, but the regime
in fact enriched its members at the nation’s expense and developed an
extensive system of patronage, with political and military positions going
disproportionately to Doe’s own Krahn ethnic group.

Afraid that the new regime might turn to the Soviet Union and Libya for
support, President Jimmy Carter’s administration rushed an economic and
military aid package to Liberia in 1980. President Ronald Reagan further
expanded U.S. aid to Doe. In exchange, Liberia closed the Libyan embassy,
reduced Soviet embassy staff, and cracked down on alleged leftist radicals.
Despite Doe’s brutality against his opponents and his fraudulent victory in
the October 1985 presidential election, Reagan continued to back his regime.
But under President George H. W. Bush, the United States slashed eco-
nomic aid to the corrupt government.

Toward the end of the 1980s, discontent in Liberia manifested itself in
the appearance of regional rebel groups. In December 1989, these groups
allied with an Americo-Liberian former military officer, Charles Taylor, who
led a guerrilla war against Doe from neighboring Côte d’Ivoire. The United
States and the West declined to intervene in the conflict, although Doe
received support from the Economic Community of West African States
(ECOWAS), which sent a peacekeeping force to Liberia in August 1990. In
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September 1990, rebels captured and killed Doe, precipitating a seven-year
civil war among the rebel factions.

Elun Gabriel

See also
Africa; Doe, Samuel Kanyon

References
Liebenow, J. Gus. Liberia: The Quest for Democracy. Bloomington: Indiana University

Press, 1987.
Pham, John-Peter. Liberia: Portrait of a Failed State. New York: Reed, 2004.

Prominent Soviet economist. Born in Slavuta in the Ukraine on 2 October
1897, Evgenii (Evsei) Liberman moved to Kiev with his family while he was
still an infant. He was initially refused university entrance because of the
Russian government’s quota on Jews in higher education. He later secured a
waiver during World War I because his sister was a military doctor. His law
studies were interrupted both for service in the Russian Army during the war
and then during the Russian Civil War thereafter, when he fought on the side
of the Reds.

Resuming his studies at the University of Kiev, upon graduation Liber-
man moved to Kharkov as an economist with the Workers’ and Peasants’
Inspection. He then enrolled in the Kharkov Labor Institute to study eco-
nomics, remaining there as an instructor. Travel to Germany formed the basis
for his theories of production planning. In 1933 he joined the faculty of the
Kharkov Institute for Engineer Economics and became its dean. Evacuated
following the German invasion of 1941, he worked in industrial planning in
Kirghizia. In 1944 he joined the Research Institute for Finance in Moscow
and three years later rejoined the Kharkov Institute. In 1950 he published
Cost Accounting at an Engineering Works and Economic Management of a Socialist
Enterprise. In 1956 he was awarded a doctorate and was appointed professor
at the Kharkov Institute.

The basis of Liberman’s economic theory was that profitability, rather
than output, should be the central criterion for judging the economic success
of socialist enterprises. This implied recognition of the principle of supply
and demand previously unaccepted in Soviet economics, which had relied
solely on output set by a central planning agency. His theories were a reflec-
tion of the debates going on in the Soviet Union during de-Stalinization.
Leading Soviet economist Vasily Nemchinov brought Liberman’s ideas to the
attention of Premier Nikita Khrushchev and persuaded him to allow Liber-
man to publish an article in Pravda. This article, “Plans, Profits, and Bonuses,”
which appeared on 9 September 1962, became the basis for the economic
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reform program, appropriately known as Libermanism. Liberman argued not
only that demand-driven production would lead to an increase in quality but
also that profitability should be rewarded in the form of bonuses and higher
wages. Khrushchev agreed, and in August 1964, shortly before his fall from
power, he allowed limited experiment in two textile plants, the Bolshevichka
in Moscow and the Mayak in Gorky.

Under Khrushchev’s successors General Secretary Leonid Brezhnev
and Premier Alexei Kosygin, the plan was confirmed by the Twenty-third
Party Congress and supposedly implemented in a third of Soviet consumer
products factories. The plan was doomed, however, because of widespread
opposition among bureaucrats who had previously set production quotas
and now did their best to sabotage its success by withholding necessary raw
materials.

In 1963 Liberman joined the faculty at Kharkov State University. His
reforms were curtailed in the early 1970s. The inability of the state to carry
out meaningful economic reform was an important factor in the later collapse
of the Soviet Union. Liberman died in the Soviet Union on 10 March 1983.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Predominantly Muslim North African nation covering 679,358 square miles.
With a 1945 population of approximately 900,000 people, Libya borders Niger,
Chad, and Sudan to the south; Tunisia and the Mediterranean Sea to the
north; Algeria to the west; and Egypt to the east. The Ottoman Empire ruled
Libya for much of the nineteenth century, but in 1907 Italy began to assert
itself in the region, seeking colonies to bolster its status as a great European
power. After a brief war with the Turks during 1911–1912, Italy gained control
of Libya. A twenty-year Libyan insurgency resulted, and Italy did not pacify
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the colony until 1931. The rebellions against Italy gave Libya an important
tradition of anti-imperialism.

Libya was the site of significant fighting in the North African campaigns
of World War II until it was ultimately secured by the British and the Amer-
icans in 1943. At the end of the war, Libya’s status was immersed in the
larger question of the fate of European imperial possessions in the Middle
East and Africa. Ultimately, in 1949 the United Nations (UN) passed a reso-
lution in favor of a united, independent Libya. The UN appointed Dutch
diplomat Adrian Pelt to act as commissioner and oversee the establishment
of the new nation. Negotiations among the varied regions in Libya proved
delicate. Those in and around Tripoli supported a large degree of national
unity, while the more established government of Cyrenaica preferred a fed-
eral system and insisted on choosing the monarch. The process resulted in a
constitutional monarchy, an elected bicameral parliament, and a federal sys-
tem of government. Amir Idris of Cyrenaica was named hereditary king of
Libya, and final independence was declared on 24 December 1951.

The new Kingdom of Libya had strong links to the West. Both Britain
and the United States maintained military bases on its soil and supported the
state financially in return. Libya also had a strong Arab identity and joined
the Arab League in 1953. As Arab nationalist movements grew in response to
the 1948 creation of the State of Israel, Libya experienced a conflict of iden-
tities. The emergence of Gamal Abdel Nasser’s Pan-Arabic nationalist regime
in Egypt in 1954 encouraged the growth of similar political thought within
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Libya, and the 1956 Suez Crisis only increased this trend. The discovery of
oil in the late 1950s transformed the country, endowing it with wealth and
increased geopolitical significance. Oil exports reached $1 billion by 1968.

Arab nationalism and Middle Eastern conflict continued to affect Libya
and its pro-Western policies in the 1960s. In 1964 Nasser charged that Amer-
ican and British bases in Libya might be used to support Israel in a conflict,
and he pressured the Libyan government to close them. The 1967 Arab-
Israeli War proved a turning point for Libyan politics. On 5 June 1967, the
day hostilities began, anti-Jewish and anti-Western riots broke out in Tripoli.
When Nasser falsely claimed that the Arab defeat was because of American
and British assistance to Israel, Libyan oil workers refused to load American,
British, and German tankers. The Libyan prime minister was forced to resign,
and the king appointed a new cabinet. In the months after the war, the gov-
ernment was under continued pressure from Arab nationalists internally and
externally. It pledged financial aid to Egypt and Jordan and demanded the
closing of all foreign bases on Libyan soil (although the demand was not
pressed). On 31 July 1969, a group of junior army officers seized power while
the king was out of the country. The Revolution Command Council (RCC),
headed by Colonel Muammar Qadhafi, took control with little opposition.

Qadhafi, an adherent of Nasser’s version of Arab nationalism, stressed
Arab unity, socialist economic policies, and opposition to Western imperial-
ism. Unlike Nasser, however, Qadhafi maintained that this agenda could be
reconciled with a strong emphasis on Islamic law. He rejected the Western
presence in the Middle East, and he completed the removal of foreign bases
in Libya and considered Israel an imperialist outpost. After Nasser’s death,
Qadhafi actively sought leadership in the Muslim world in the 1970s, promot-
ing his Third International Theory, a middle way between the communism
of the Soviet Union and the capitalism of the West. Although he succeeded
in convincing more than thirty African countries to reject relations with
Israel, he never gained the confidence of other Muslim nations.

Always an enemy of Zionism, Qadhafi supported Yasir Arafat’s al-Fatah
faction of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) and sponsored ter-
rorist attacks against Israel and related Western targets. As the 1970s pro-
gressed, Qadhafi voiced his support for revolutionary movements around the
world, and Libya played host to a number of insurgent groups. He also sought
to build up the Libyan military and pursued significant arms purchases from
France and the Soviet Union after 1970. However, his suspicion of the athe-
ist dimension of Soviet communism kept Libya out of the Soviet orbit in the
strict sense. Nevertheless, his anti-Western activities assured him of Russian
support.

Internally, Qadhafi sought to remake Libyan society, insisting that a mix-
ture of socialism and Islam would ensure social justice. He created a welfare
state based on oil revenue and reformed the legal system to include elements
of Koranic law (Sharia). His Green Book (1976) laid out his political philosophy.
In it he rejected representative government in favor of direct democracy. In
1977, he set up Basic People’s Congresses across the nation but still retained
power in his own hands. Finally, he transformed Libya’s oil industry by tak-
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ing production away from international oil companies, setting a pattern that
would be imitated by other oil-rich states.

Despite Qadhafi’s radical politics, Libya and the United States avoided
direct confrontation for much of the 1970s because of their economic rela-
tionship. This changed, however, when Libya vehemently opposed Egyptian-
Israeli peace negotiations. Qadhafi viewed any Arab rapprochement with
Israel as a betrayal, while the Americans viewed the talks and the resulting
1978 peace treaty as crucial for lasting peace in the Middle East. In 1977,
President Jimmy Carter’s administration listed Libya, Cuba, and the Demo-
cratic Republic of Korea (DPRK, North Korea) as states that supported terror-
ism. U.S.-Libyan relations continued to sour. On 2 December 1979, rioters
targeted the U.S. embassy in Tripoli in imitation of the attack on the Ameri-
can embassy in Tehran earlier that year. As a result, in May 1980 the United
States withdrew its diplomatic personnel from Libya.

With the election of President Ronald Reagan in 1980, relations chilled
further. On 6 May 1981 the Reagan administration officially labeled Libya as
a state supporter of terrorism and expelled Libyan diplomats from the United
States. The administration also pursued a freedom of navigation policy and
challenged Libya’s 1973 claims of sovereignty over the Gulf of Sidra in the
Mediterranean. On 19 July 1981, the Nimitz carrier battle group was patrolling
near the Gulf when two of the carrier’s F-14 Tomcat fighters were approached
and attacked by two Libyan Soviet-made Su-22 fighter jets. The American
planes evaded the attack and shot down both Libyan planes.
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Libyan naval officer holding up a portrait of Muammar Qadhafi while another raises his arms in victory, five days after the
U.S. bombing of Tripoli, 20 April 1986. (Bernard Bisson/Corbis)



Tensions increased further, and in March 1982 the United States banned
the import of Libyan oil. The sanctions had limited effect, however, as Euro-
pean nations did not adopt U.S. policies. Qadhafi continued to support revo-
lutionary and terrorist activity. On 5 April 1986, an explosion in a Berlin
nightclub killed 3 people and injured 200, including 63 U.S. servicemen. The
United States claimed Libyan involvement and retaliated with great ferocity.
On 15 April, U.S. Air Force and Navy planes bombed five targets in Libya.

The Reagan administration maintained that the raid resulted in signifi-
cant disruptions to Libyan-supported terrorism, and such activity did decline
for a number of years. On 21 December 1988, Pan Am Flight 103 was de-
stroyed over Lockerbie, Scotland, by a terrorist bomb. More than 270 people
were killed, and subsequent investigations pointed totwo Libyan men as
primary suspects. When the Qadhafi regime refused to extradite the men for
arrest and trial, the UN imposed sanctions on Libya in 1992. American con-
frontations with Libya continued, and a second incident over the Gulf of
Sidra resulted in the destruction of two Libyan MiG-23 fighter planes in Jan-
uary 1989. At the end of the Cold War, the Qadhafi regime remained stead-
fast in its support of revolutionary movements and terrorist actions against
Israel and the West. The United States continued to view Libya as a spon-
sor of international terrorism. In recent years, Qadhafi has taken a more
conciliatory tone with the West, including turning over the men responsible
for the Pan Am bombing and paying restitution to victims’ families. In
February 2004 Libya declared that it would renounce its weapons of mass
destruction program and comply with the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty.
Thus began a thaw in relations with the United States, which resumed diplo-
matic relations that June and lifted all remaining economic sanctions in Sep-
tember 2004.

Robert S. Kiely
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Norwegian politician, diplomat, and first secretary-general of the United
Nations (UN) during 1946–1952. Born on 16 July 1896 in Oslo, the son of a
carpenter, Trygve Lie earned a law degree from the University of Oslo in
1919 and then worked as a legal advisor to the Norwegian Federation of
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Trade Unions. Firmly established in the Labor Party, he was appointed min-
ister of justice in 1935 and elected to parliament in 1936.

In 1939 Lie became minister of supply and shipping. He also served as
foreign minister for Norway’s government-in-exile in London, a post he held
during 1941–1945. He continued on as foreign minister until February 1946,
when he accepted the UN position as secretary-general.

Lie led the Norwegian delegation to the 1945 San Francisco UN organi-
zational conference and played a key role in drafting the Security Council
provisions of the UN Charter. When he assumed the UN secretariat in 1946,
he sought to bridge the gap between East and West even as the Cold War
began. The Soviets initially approved of his efforts, although the Western
democracies were often frustrated by what they perceived as his equivoca-
tion and indecisiveness. Lie’s attempts to establish a new cooperative world
order were soon torn asunder by growing Cold War tensions.

Lie was certainly a proactive secretary-general who believed strongly in
the role and purpose of the UN. He also set the tone of the organization by
insisting that his office be accorded the dignity and respect that befitted a
supranational body. But his tenure was not without its troubles. The Soviets
were furious with him for supporting the American-led UN intervention in
the Korean War (1950–1953). Ultimately, they refused to support him and
attempted to block his reappointment in November 1950. Realizing that he
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could not continue to be effective without the support of the communist
bloc, he resigned in November 1952.

After leaving the UN, Lie continued his political and diplomatic career,
serving as provincial governor of Oslo and Akershus during 1955–1963. In
1959 Norwegian King Olav appointed Lie to mediate a border dispute be-
tween Ethiopia and Somalia. He served as Norwegian minister of industry
during 1963 and minister of industry and trade during 1963–1965. Lie died
on 30 December 1968 in Geilo, Norway.

Norbert Götz
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Soviet Communist Party politician, first a supporter but later an outspoken
critic of Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev’s reform policies. Born on 29 No-
vember 1920 in Dubinkino, Siberia, Yegor Ligachev pursued what was
viewed as a model career in the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
(CPSU). He graduated from the prestigious Institute of Aviation in Moscow
in 1939, joined the CPSU in 1944, and held a number of party posts in the
Novosibirsk area before moving to Moscow. He became deputy chief of
propaganda in 1961 and deputy chief of party personnel in 1964.

Four years later, Ligachev returned to Siberia, probably because he was
unwilling to collaborate with Soviet leader Leonid Brezhnev. In 1976, how-
ever, Ligachev was granted full membership in the CPSU’s Central Com-
mittee. In 1983 Yuri Andropov, new general secretary of the party, recalled
Ligachev to Moscow. In 1985 Andropov’s successor, Konstantin Chernenko,
nominated Ligachev to the Politburo. He became a full member only weeks
after Chernenko’s death.

In 1985 Gorbachev became CPSU general secretary and announced his
reform program, perestroika. Ligachev initially endorsed Gorbachev’s efforts
by chairing Politburo meetings, thus serving as Gorbachev’s de facto second-
in-command. But Ligachev refused to back the reformers’ quest for what he
considered to be radical changes. He thus played a major role in the dis-
missal from the Politburo of Boris Yeltsin, who had pushed for an even faster
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pace to perestroika. In September 1988, when Ligachev publicly condemned
efforts to reform the party apparatus, Gorbachev forced the Politburo to expel
him from office. Ligachev then became widely identified with the orthodox,
communist critique of Gorbachev and perestroika, which relegated Ligachev
to the far fringes of Russian politics.

Frank Beyersdorf
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Vice premier of the People’s Republic of China (PRC) during 1955–1971. Born
in Huanggang, Hubei Province, on 5 December 1907, Lin Biao enrolled at
the Huangpu Military Academy in 1925. He graduated the following year,
joined the Chinese Communist Party (CCP), and enlisted in the armed forces.
His military talents earned him the command of the 115th Division of the
Eighth Route Army, one of the three components of the Chinese communist
forces during the Sino-Japanese War. Wounded in early 1938, he retired from
active military duty and went to Yan’an, Shaanxi, where he was involved in
troop training and liaison work. He was then assigned to northern China,
where he helped establish a powerful base that ensured the CCP’s 1949 vic-
tory in the Chinese Civil War.

After the establishment of the PRC in October 1949, Lin became secre-
tary of the Central-South Bureau and commander of the Central-South Mil-
itary Region. In 1955 he became vice premier, vice chairman of the National
Defense Council, a member of the CCP Central Committee, and a marshal
of the People’s Liberation Army. In September 1959 he assumed the posts
of defense minister and the senior vice chairmanship of the National Defense
Council. His power and influence peaked during the ultraleftist Cultural
Revolution (1966–1976). Presenting himself as the spokesman for Chinese
leader Mao Zedong, Lin advocated world communist revolution and resist-
ance to American imperialism.

In April 1969 Lin replaced Liu Shaoqi as Mao’s successor and heir
apparent. Lin did not, however, remain long in power. It was alleged that,
emboldened by his military power, he had staged an abortive coup in 1971.
Having failed to assassinate Mao (as officially reported), Lin attempted to
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flee to the Soviet Union but died in an airplane crash on 13 September 1971
near the Mongolian border.

Law Yuk-fun
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Prominent American writer, journalist, columnist, and foreign policy pundit
who helped popularize the term “Cold War.” Born on 23 September 1889 in
New York City, the son of a successful clothing manufacturer, Walter Lipp-

mann graduated from Harvard University in 1909 and
began a storied career in journalism and public policy, writ-
ing extensively for the New Republic (which he founded),
the New York World, and the New York Herald Tribune. He
achieved his greatest exposure and influence, however, as
a columnist for the Washington Post and Newsweek magazine.
His newspaper column “Today and Tomorrow” was syndi-
cated in more than 250 papers around the world, and his
sensible, lucid writing style earned him two Pulitzer Prizes,
not to mention a devoted audience of readers.

In his 1947 book The Cold War, Lippmann instantly
popularized the term used to describe the state of hostility
between the United States and the Soviet Union. He pro-
posed that rather than relying on military might alone to
contain the Soviet Union, the Cold War should be fought by
consolidating and unifying the Atlantic community through
economic integration, including programs such as the 1947
Marshall Plan.

Although generally considered to be a foreign policy
realist, Lippmann opposed George F. Kennan’s doctrine of
containment as unrealistic and unsustainable. Lippmann
argued that the doctrine compelled the United States to
adopt a reactive foreign policy, putting it at a strategic dis-
advantage. He also questioned the wisdom of extending
security commitments to unreliable client states and puta-
tive anticommunist movements within states. He criticized
the Truman Doctrine as overly militaristic.
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American Walter Lippmann, a profound political thinker
and an astute commentator on national and international
events, influenced presidents for nearly sixty years.
(Library of Congress)



By the mid-1960s, Lippmann’s warnings proved quite prescient. He
opposed American military intervention in support of the Republic of Viet-
nam (RVN, South Vietnam), which he saw as a manifestation of the inherent
flaws of the containment policy. He lamented President Lyndon B. Johnson’s
decisions that had transposed Vietnam into an American war and predicted
that U.S. intervention would ultimately divide America as the number of
casualties rose.

Lippmann retired from journalism in 1967, at the height of a public
standoff with Johnson, although he continued to contribute to Newsweek and
grant interviews. Lippmann died in New York City on 14 December 1974.

Christopher A. Preble
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The Cold War was fought on the literary as well as the diplomatic and polit-
ical fronts. Although it did not provide so immediately absorbing subject
matter for writers as did the two world wars of the twentieth century, it cre-
ated a tense, competitive environment in which all thoughtful writers oper-
ated. Sometimes openly but often by parable or indirection, serious writers
confronted the social, political, and philosophical issues raised by the conflict,
which eventually split the world into two opposing ideological camps. Dur-
ing the McCarthy era of the early 1950s, a significant number of American
writers found their careers threatened should they express sympathy for com-
munism. Their often-coerced testimonies before the House Un-American
Activities Committee (HUAC) and Senator Joseph McCarthy’s Senate
subcommittee were invariable dramatic and sometimes life-altering. Always
mindful of the feared blacklist, writers learned to proceed with caution.
Those who did not conform resorted to the use of pen names. At the same
time, the interest generated by Senate hearings and Cold War intrigues pro-
vided the more openly commercial writers, those who produced entertain-
ment that titillated casual readers, a superabundance of plot possibilities.

Decades before the Cold War began, numerous men and women of let-
ters had found socialist and Marxist ideas attractive. Some had flirted with
communism and had looked toward the Soviet Union as a noble experiment.
Naturalism, the literary movement that dominated serious European and
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American fiction in the first half of the twentieth century,
had actually encouraged many writers in this direction.
Since the time of Émile Zola in late nineteenth-century
France, practitioners of literary naturalism had prided them-
selves on their ability to rouse the public and mitigate mis-
erable living conditions by highlighting social abuses in
fiction. Because these writers knew the social problems of
Western Europe and the United States best and juxtaposed
this reality to the rosy propaganda that was emanating
from the Soviet Union, it was not uncommon for them to
respond positively to features of the communist message.

As the HUAC hearings got under way, writers who
had worked in Hollywood were particularly vulnerable to
the committee’s scrutiny. Lillian Hellman (1905–1984)
was perhaps the most highly publicized writer to confront
HUAC directly. A major American dramatist and woman
of letters, she had earned her reputation with such plays as
The Children’s Hour (1934), one of the first Broadway dra-
mas to treat lesbianism, and Watch on the Rhine (1941), an
antifascist play. Although born in New Orleans to an afflu-
ent family, she had become involved in radical politics
under the influence of her companion, Dashiell Hammett
(1894–1961).

Hellman became an eager student of Marxist texts and
briefly joined the Communist Party for humanitarian and
idealistic reasons. In the early years of World War II, she
had carefully followed the party line, first urging the United

States to stay out of the conflict, during the Nazi-Soviet Pact, and later advo-
cating involvement when Germany violated its treaties by invading the
Soviet Union in 1941. By the time she was called to testify before HUAC,
her days with the party were over. By skillful management of public rela-
tions, she was able to avoid tattling on former associates without going to
prison herself.

Hammett was not so fortunate. Although a dedicated Marxist who had
supported radical movements in the United States, he claimed that he had
never actually joined the Communist Party. Nevertheless, he refused to
cooperate with HUAC, invoking the Fifth Amendment eighty times during
his testimony. Refusing to identify communist sympathizers he had known,
he was sentenced to six months in federal prison, was blacklisted in Holly-
wood, and was hounded by the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) for the rest
of his life. His writings, identified as subversive by Senator McCarthy and
McCarthy’s sidekick Roy Cohn, were removed from many libraries. This
was a considerable disappointment to Hammett’s many readers, who regarded
him as a creator of the American hard-boiled school of detective fiction with
his Sam Spade and Thin Man stories. His best-known works, such as Red
Harvest (1927) and The Maltese Falcon (1930), are still regarded as classics of
the genre.
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Playwright and screenwriter Lillian Hellman. Her Left-
leaning politics led to her being called before the House
Un-American Activities Committee. Her refusal to coop-
erate with the committee caused her to be blacklisted in
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Other writers with strong Hollywood connections caught up in the
HUAC net included Clifford Odets (1906–1963), Ring Lardner Jr. (1915–
1983), and Arthur Miller (1915–2005). Odets emerged as one of the sadder
figures of the McCarthy era. A leading playwright of the 1930s and 1940s and
the author of Waiting for Lefty (1935) and Golden Boy (1937), Odets was a
member of the Marxist League of American writers, which had included the
great American novelist Theodore Dreiser (1871–1945). Odets joined the
party itself around 1935. According to his later testimony, he resigned six or
eight months later in disappointment. The communist publications The Daily
Worker and The New Masses had unfavorably reviewed his plays, labeling him
a “hack writer” who did not properly promote proletarian themes. When he
later testified before HUAC, Odets attempted to downplay leftist influence
in Hollywood, claiming that the collaborative system that produced Holly-
wood films made it next to impossible for a writer to inject Marxist ideas into
scripts. Because of his conciliatory approach to the committee, many of his
colleagues accused him of collusion with the enemy, and the experience left
him disheartened.

Lardner was the son of a popular American humorist and had been an
Academy Award-winning screenwriter in 1942. He was the youngest of the
group of motion picture screenwriters and directors accused of communist
sympathies, designated as the Hollywood Ten. In the 1930s he had visited
the Soviet Union to judge, he believed, the Marxist experiment firsthand.
At that time he had truly believed it his duty to try to communicate Marx-
ist ideas through film. HUAC regarded him as an important witness, but his
failure to answer the committee’s questions resulted in a citation for con-
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Winners of the Nobel Prize in Literature

Year Author Country Year Author Country
1945 Gabriela Mistral Chile
1946 Hermann Hesse Switzerland
1947 André Gide France
1948 T. S. Eliot United Kingdom
1949 William Faulkner United States
1950 Bertrand Russell United Kingdom
1951 Pär Lagerkvist Sweden
1952 François Mauriac France
1953 Winston Churchill United Kingdom
1954 Ernest Hemingway United States
1955 Halldòr Laxness Iceland
1956 Juan Ramón Jiménez Spain
1957 Albert Camus France
1958 Boris Pasternak (declined) USSR
1959 Salvatore Quasimodo Italy
1960 Saint-John Perse France
1961 Ivo Andric Yugoslavia
1962 John Steinbeck United States
1963 Giorgios Seferis Greece
1964 Jean-Paul Sartre (declined) France
1965 Mikhail Sholokhov USSR
1966 Shmuel Yosef Agnon Israel

Nelly Sachs Germany/Sweden
1967 Miguel Angel Asturias Guatemala
1968 Yasunari Kawabata Japan

1969 Samuel Beckett Ireland/France
1970 Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn USSR
1971 Pablo Neruda Chile
1972 Heinrich Böll Germany
1973 Patrick White Australia
1974 Eyvind Johnson Sweden

Harry Martinson Sweden
1975 Eugenio Montale Italy
1976 Saul Bellow United States
1977 Vicente Aleixandre Spain
1978 Isaac Bashevis Singer United States
1979 Odysseus Elytis Greece
1980 Czeslaw Milosz Poland/United States
1981 Elias Canetti Bulgaria/United Kingdom
1982 Gabriel García Márquez Colombia
1983 William Golding United Kingdom
1984 Jaroslav Seifert Czechoslovakia
1985 Claude Simon France
1986 Wole Soyinka Nigeria
1987 Joseph Brodsky USSR/United States
1988 Naguib Mahfouz Egypt
1989 Camilo José Cela Spain
1990 Octavio Paz Mexico
1991 Nadine Gordimer South Africa



tempt, a year’s prison sentence, a $1,000 fine, and the
Hollywood blacklist. For two years he was forced to make
his living anonymously. His novel The Ecstasy of Owen
Muir appeared in England in the 1960s but could not be
published in the United States. He was finally able to
return to Hollywood in the 1960s, where he earned a sec-
ond Academy Award for his work on the screenplay of
M*A*S*H (1970).

Miller (1915–2005), like Hellman, was a major
twentieth-century American playwright whose drama Death
of a Salesman (1949) redefined tragedy for the modern
theater. A liberal activist from youth, Miller had still never
been willing to put himself under the discipline of the
Communist Party. He rejected its doctrine that all artists
should employ their talents to further the party line. Yet
he believed that the Communist Party should be able to
function legally in the United States, and he condemned
HUAC as a pack of witch-hunters. While Miller was will-
ing to be forthright with HUAC about his own beliefs and
actions, he firmly refused to testify against others. On sev-
eral occasions in later years, Miller publicly expressed his
conviction that the very existence of civilization depended
on trust and loyalty. Although his career survived and he
became a media celebrity upon his marriage to Hollywood
actress Marilyn Monroe, Miller did not escape unscathed.
He was even refused a passport by the State Department.

Two later Miller plays powerfully reflect his reactions to HUAC and the
anticommunist hysteria that damaged the careers of people close to him. The
Crucible (1953), ostensibly about the Salem witch trials of early American
colonial history, was generally understood to be a parable of McCarthyism.
After the Fall (1964) was a more direct depiction of Miller’s personal experi-
ences as a harassed artist and husband of a neurotic film star.

To those who were seized by the Red hysteria, it often seemed that all
American letters had turned leftist. There were, however, significant coun-
terbalances. During the early years of the Cold War, Ernest Hemingway
(1899–1961) and William Faulkner (1897–1962) were among the most ad-
mired American writers. Hemingway believed that a writer betrayed his art
if he used it to promulgate an ideology. The extreme subjectivity of Hem-
ingway and the social conservatism of Faulkner made them unlikely heroes
of the Left.

Nineteen Eighty-Four (1947), a horrific piece of political satiric fiction
by the English writer George Orwell (1903–1950), circulated throughout the
United States and was widely interpreted as a vision of what the West would
become if dominated by the Soviet Union. In the society of Oceania, as
described in the book, the omnipresent television set indoctrinates folk in
the Big Lie, the government’s interpretation of everything. All speech, action,
and even thought are controlled by Big Brother.
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American playwright Arthur Miller, ca. 1950, whose Death
of a Salesman won the Pulitzer Prize. Miller was married
for a while to actress Marilyn Monroe. (Corbis)



Another book that profoundly influenced American thought appeared
in 1949. The God That Failed was a collection of essays by important novelists,
poets, and journalists whose earlier ideals had been betrayed by the reality of
what the Soviet Union had become. They had all initially believed commu-
nism to be the best hope for the oppressed masses of the world. The partic-
ipants in The God That Failed were Arthur Koestler, a Hungarian novelist;
Louis Fischer, an American journalist; André Gide, a French essayist and
novelist; Richard Wright, a major African American novelist; Ignazio Silone,
an Italian journalist and novelist; and the British poet Stephen Spender.

Especially moving was Richard Wright’s narrative of his emergence from
Mississippi plantation life to a writing career in Chicago. The Communist
Party had promised equality for all, with particular concern for the plight of
the African American in the years before the successes of the civil rights
movement. Wright’s eventual discovery of the tyranny and duplicity of the
party was a painful epiphany.

Equally powerful was Gide’s account of his visit to the Soviet Union in
June 1936 as a guest of the Soviet Society of Authors. He had approached his
visit with the conviction that the Russian experiment was the wave of the
future. Although he was shown every courtesy and provided the finest accom-
modations the country had to offer, his eyes and ears were open. He was
unable to deny that the vast masses of Soviet citizens still lived in abject
poverty. While the rest of the world was bombarded with rosy visions of an
ideal state by the party’s propaganda machine, Russian workers continued to
suffer under deplorable tyranny that rivaled that of the czars.

Perhaps the most outspoken and abrasive literary opponent of commu-
nism in the United States during the Cold War was Ayn Rand (1905–1982), a
native of Russia who had experienced communism firsthand and passion-
ately hated it and all its works. Her novels, which sometimes became best-
sellers and always attracted a cult following, were rarely more than fictional
embodiments of her ideas and prejudices. We, the Living (1936), The Fountain-
head (1943), and Atlas Shrugged (1957) extolled the virtues of self-interest, the
fulfilment of individual potential, and the value of capitalism as the system
best designed to favor self-fulfilment. As a friendly witness before HUAC in
October 1947, Rand attacked early Hollywood portrayals of life in the Soviet
Union as an idealized lie. She testified that the Soviet Union was in fact a
prison from which many were risking their lives to escape. Her claim that
Russians smiled only “privately and accidentally” was widely quoted and
was ridiculed by Hellman and others.

In the English language, it was genre fiction that most directly exploited
the Cold War. Spy thrillers became a staple, expertly penned by Graham
Greene (1904–1991), Ian Fleming (1908–1964), John Le Carré (1931–), Tom
Clancy (1947–), and others. Greene was a major British writer who rarely
concealed his hostility toward American policies. He divided his literary out-
put into two clear categories: his serious fiction, which explored religious and
philosophical themes, and his entertainments, often set against worldwide
political conflicts. The Third Man (1948) unfolded in postwar Vienna with a
leading character who bore a remarkable resemblance to Soviet mole Kim
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Philby, a man for whom Greene had once worked. The Quiet American (1955)
used Vietnam as a backdrop, at the beginning of the American involvement
in the turmoil generated by the French and by nationalist and communist
factions. Our Man in Havana (1958) revealed a cloak-and-dagger world of
espionage more ridiculous than awesome.

Fleming, another British writer, created the character of James Bond,
perhaps the most popular of all fictional Cold War spies, certainly after the
cinema discovered him. Bond’s most notable Cold War adventures erupted
in From Russia with Love (1957) in which Bond romped with buxom Soviet
female agents as he battled SMERSH, the Soviet organ of vengeance, inter-
rogation, torture, and death; in For Your Eyes Only (1960), in which SHAPE
headquarters, a Russian hideout near Paris, is destroyed; and in Octopussy
(1966), which found Bond snaring a top Soviet agent found bidding for a
Fabergé egg in a Sotheby auction. The Bond stories were splendid camp,
and their exaggerations made many feel that the Soviets were more buffoons
than threats.

Le Carré, a third British spy novelist, made good use of his personal
experiences in the British Foreign Service as background for his novels.
Among his best-known thrillers are The Spy Who Came in from the Cold (1963)
and Tinker, Tailor, Soldier, Spy (1974). These narratives suggest a grim, lonely
espionage underworld in which values are often blurred and loyalties some-
times ambiguous.

Clancy, an American, wrote thrillers rivaling the appeal of the leading
British spy novelists. Books with special Cold War relevance included The
Hunt for Red October (1984), Red Storm Rising (1986), Patriot Games (1987), and
Cardinal of the Kremlin (1988). He wrote a fast-paced adventure narrative,
more real-world than were the James Bond adventures, yet he avoided the
moral ambiguities that intrigued Greene and Le Carré.

Science fiction became the most popular literary category during the
Cold War, particularly after paperbacks became widely distributed. This
genre at its best provided an even more provocative attack on communism
than had the spy stories. Hundreds of paperbacks were published each year,
some predicting dystopian futures in which tyranny would prevail. Others
painted a horrifying panorama of a planet devastated by a Cold War turned
hot in a thermonuclear disaster. These narratives generally refrained from
siding with either East or West in the conflict. The destructive potential,
they seemed to say, is spread about equally throughout the human race. The
bomb had become the new Frankenstein monster, the golem through which
the suicidal impulses of humanity would find expression.

Two of these apocalyptic novels attracted special attention. Neville Shute
(1899–1960) was a British writer living in Australia when he published On the
Beach (1957). He envisioned a near future where nuclear war has wiped out
all life in the Northern Hemisphere. Australians alone survive, but only for a
few days, with full awareness that global winds will soon bring radioactive
contamination to them.

Three years after the appearance of On the Beach, Walter M. Miller Jr.
(1922–1996) published his hauntingly poetic A Canticle for Leibowitz, one of
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the few science fiction books that has crossed over literary categories to be-
come recognized as a significant work of twentieth-century American fiction.
In this unusual science fiction story, after the nuclear holocaust the tiny
Catholic Order of Leibowitz undertakes the task of preserving some memory
of previous civilization.

Although writers in the English language have most notably confronted
the Cold War in their fiction, European literature has also been strongly con-
ditioned by the events of the period, often struggling with Cold War issues
on a philosophical or religious plane. In Italy, France, and elsewhere on the
European continent, atheistic views, strongly influenced by the dialectal
materialism of Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, have battled Christianity
in the minds and hearts of serious writers.

In France, Jean-Paul Sartre (1905–1980), highly sympathetic to Marxism
although frequently critical of the Soviet Union, best represented the athe-
istic position. In 1945 Sartre founded a political and literary magazine, Les
Temps Modernes, which reflected his position as an independent socialist
addressing Cold War issues. His novels, such as The Age of Reason (1945) and
Troubled Sleep (1949), gave fictional embodiment to his social and philosoph-
ical ideas. A more mellow atheistic French voice was that of Albert Camus, a
fellow existentialist who had actually once been a Communist Party mem-
ber. His novel The Plague (1947) has been variously interpreted as a parable of
Resistance fighters in Paris revolting against Nazi domination and as a pro-
test against all revolutionary movements that justify the use of any methods
to achieve their ends.

Espousing Christianity even in a France often labeled “post-Christian”
were writers such as Georges Bernanos (1888–1948), François Mauriac (1885–
1970), and Julian Green (1900–1998), an American citizen who spent most
of his life in France and wrote almost exclusively in the French language.
Much of the career of Bernanos was devoted to writings that promoted his
liberal views, which included his denunciations of French bourgeois values
and Spanish dictator Francisco Franco’s exploits. As a frequent essayist,
Bernanos took positions with which both communists and ultrarightists could
occasionally agree.

Mauriac, who was awarded the Nobel Prize for literature in 1952, affirmed
Christian values with novels that were more concerned with personal and
family relationships than social movements. His message in numerous nov-
els was that beneath prosperous exteriors, regardless of the political system,
human beings are torn by uneasy emotions in disordered lives of their own
making.

Green likewise concentrated on the wars within the human personality
in books that reflected his personal dilemmas, his conversion from Protes-
tantism to Catholicism, and his acknowledgment of his homosexuality.
These introspective works included Moira (1950) and Each in His Own Dark-
ness (1960).

In Italy, Alberto Moravia (1907–1990), an influential intellect tormented
by the plight of the poor, skeptical of Christian solutions, and alert to the
appeal that the Communist Party made to postwar Italians, became the best
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known of his country’s novelists throughout Europe and the United States.
From the beginning, the socially alienated were his choice subjects, while
his style was sparse and realistic. A Woman of Rome (1947), about a Roman
prostitute, and Time of Desecration (1978), a political allegory, were among his
most penetrating works.

While the intellectuals were debating the social reality portrayed by
Moravia and examining his implied solutions, masses of people were devour-
ing the Don Camillo stories of Giovannino Guareschi (1908–1968). These
were simple tales somewhat reminiscent of medieval legends of St. Francis,
about a village priest in the Po Valley who converses with the crucifix above
his altar and verbally spars with his old friend, Pepponi, the communist mayor
of his village. The books made the simple plea for Christian virtues above
the vapid promises of communism.

On the other side of the Iron Curtain, Russian writers faced very differ-
ent problems than their Western counterparts, who often had a bewildering
assortment of philosophical options from which to choose. Instead of casti-
gating their opponents, Soviet writers had to concern themselves with pleas-
ing their government and following the party line or else circulating their
manuscripts through a flourishing Russian underground. Writing guilds in
the Soviet Union operated under clearly defined precepts of socialist real-
ism, which an individual author violated only with considerable courage. In
Soviet Russia under Josef Stalin, there was to be no art for art’s sake. All writ-
ings were to serve the proletarian revolution. Crude propaganda novels
flooded the Russian market, celebrating women who chose to forgo singing
in the Moscow opera in order to increase their egg production on collective
farms or men allowed to marry their intended only after factory quotas had
been surpassed.

Ilya Ehrenburg (1891–1967) was one of the best-known writers of gen-
uine talent to faithfully follow the party line. He was, not surprisingly, awarded
two Stalin Prizes for The Fall of Paris (1941), a fictional account of French
societal decay from 1935 through 1940, and The Storm (1948), a war novel
with Tolstoyan pretensions. Vera Panova (1905–1973) was another loyal Soviet
novelist who, nevertheless, managed to convey in her writing the compas-
sion and humanistic vision that had been the identifying feature of the great
nineteenth-century Russian novelists. She received the Stalin Prize in 1947
for The Train. Although she did not fail to tackle social issues according to the
cannons of socialist realism, she is best remembered for her loving portraits
of children, such as Evodokiia (1959).

Mikhail Sholokhov (1905–1984), who became the Nobel laureate of 1965,
was acclaimed by his government as an obedient communist as well as a
powerful writer. His most loved work was And Quiet Flows the Don, written
between 1928 and 1940. It presented a vast panorama of the revolutionary
period in a way that did not displease the authorities.

Two serious Russian writers came into open conflict with their govern-
ment when they were awarded Nobel Prizes. During the Cold War the prize
itself, still the most prestigious in the world for literary achievement, be-
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came politicized. In 1958, Boris Pasternak (1890–1960)
was coerced by his government into refusing the prize,
which was awarded to him not only for a distinguished
body of poetry but also for his masterpiece Doctor Zhivago,
completed in 1956 but not published in his native land
until 1988. Doctor Zhivago’s theme was the aspirations of
the individual pitted against the demands of doctrinaire
systems.

In 1970 Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn (1918–) was awarded
the Nobel Prize. His writings—fictionalizations of personal
experiences—had exposed the underside of Soviet life,
the ruthlessness of the prison camps, and the injustice of
the courts. First Circle (1968) was based on the years that
he spent in a prison research institute, while Cancer Ward
(1968) resulted from his hospitalization and treatment for
cancer during a forced exile in Kazakhstan in the 1950s.
The Gulag Archipelago, which began publication in Paris
in 1973, was considered his most thorough exposé of the
notorious Soviet prison and labor camps. Living under
almost constant harassment, Solzhenitsyn did not bend to
the Soviet authorities but remained a thorn in their flesh
until he finally was expelled from the country in 1974.
Equally unhappy in the West, despite the acclaim he re-
ceived for both his writing and his political courage, he
returned to Russia in 1994.

On both sides of the Iron Curtain, the Cold War con-
ditioned both serious and popular literature. The unsettled
quality of life and the fears generated by the reality of
mutual assured destruction (MAD) may be easily discerned in the novels of
several decades, although the conflict failed to call forth the epic writing that
has always resulted from the world’s great armed conflicts.

Allene Phy-Olsen
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Former Soviet republic and now an independent Baltic state. The Republic
of Lithuania, which declared its independence on 11 March 1991, had a 1945
population of some 2.25 million people. Covering 25,174 square miles,
Lithuania is about the size of the U.S. state of West Virginia. It borders the
Baltic Sea, Russia, and Poland to the west; Belarus to the south and east; and
Latvia to the north. Lithuania is divided into ten counties. It is now a parlia-
mentary democracy.

Throughout its history, Lithuania has fallen victim to its more powerful
neighbors, namely the Soviet Union and Germany. On 23 August 1939, the
German-Soviet Nonaggression Pact contained secret clauses that divided
Eastern Europe into German and Soviet spheres of control. The Soviets con-
trolled Lithuania only for a short time during the initial stages of World War II.
After German forces invaded the Soviet Union in June 1941, Lithuania re-
mained under German control until 1944. During this time, a puppet Ger-
man regime ruled the state, and most of the Lithuanian Jewish population
perished in the Holocaust.

In the summer of 1944 the Red Army forced the Germans to withdraw
from Lithuania, and Soviet authorities again took control and subjected the
country to strong rule in order to end any remaining resistance to their
authority. This tactic did not work out as the Soviets had planned, since a
well-organized armed resistance nonetheless emerged. The ensuing guer-
rilla war claimed approximately 50,000 lives on each side. In response, Soviet
authorities deported some 10 percent of the Lithuanian population to Siberia.
Resistance to Soviet rule ended in 1952.

The remainder of the 1950s through the 1960s was a period of relative
political and social calm in Lithuania. During this time, the Soviet Union
carried out forced agricultural collectivization and heavy industrialization. It
also established its own political institutions in Lithuania, based on command-
style socialism, and co-opted Lithuanian culture. This period was followed
by a growing nationalist movement that began in the 1970s, which expressed
clear opposition to the Soviet system.

The social and political climate began to change under Soviet leader
Mikhail Gorbachev in the late 1980s. His policies of glasnost and perestroika
had a tremendous impact on the Soviet Union and other states under its
control. Soviet political oppression lessened dramatically, and prodemocracy
movements emerged in Lithuania and other Baltic and East European coun-
tries. Soon enough, Gorbachev’s reforms had set the stage for a centrifugal
explosion of the Soviet system, a development far beyond his original
intentions.

In Lithuania, the first mass prodemocracy demonstration, organized by
the Sajūdis Lithuanian Reorganization Movement, took place on 24 June
1988 at Gediminas Square in Vilnius. The group demanded wholesale polit-
ical and economic reforms. A second major demonstration occurred on 9 July
and involved more than 100,000 protesters. On 23 August, a third mass
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demonstration occurred in Vilnius during which more than 200,000 people
gathered to mark the forty-ninth anniversary of the German-Soviet Non-
aggression Pact. The Lithuanian Supreme Council, an official parliamentary
commission of Lithuanian legislature, declared that the pact was an inter-
national crime and that the Soviet annexation of Lithuania was therefore
illegal. In late 1988 the Congress of the Soviet Union confirmed the decree
of the Lithuanian Supreme Council by acknowledging that the pact had
indeed been illegal.

On 23 August 1989, nearly 2 million people from Lithuania, Estonia, and
Latvia formed a living chain to mark the fiftieth anniversary of the Nazi-
Soviet pact. The chain stretched some 400 miles from Vilnius, through Riga,
and ended in Tallinn. That same year, the Sajūdis movement formally
demanded independence for Lithuania. In the 1990 parliamentary elections,
the Sajudis movement won 101 of 141 seats. This impressive electoral man-
date led to the reestablishment of the independent Republic of Lithuania on
11 March 1990.

The Soviets, who refused to acknowledge that they had lost control over
their Baltic client states, responded with an economic blockade on Lithuania
that lasted eighteen months. The Soviets also murdered numerous govern-
ment employees, seized government buildings, and resorted to other terror
tactics. On the evening of 12 January 1991, they killed thirteen unarmed
civilians who were protecting Lithuania’s radio and television transmission
tower and the parliament building. That night came to be known as Bloody
Sunday. Faced with overwhelming Lithuanian opposition, the Soviets offi-
cially recognized Lithuania’s independence on 6 September 1991.

Today, Lithuania is a member of the United Nations (UN), the Euro-
pean Council (EC), the International Monetary Fund (IMF), the European
Union (EU), and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). Ironically
perhaps, Russia became Lithuania’s largest trading partner.

Arthur M. Holst
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General-secretary of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) during 1949–1968
and chairman of the People’s Republic of China (PRC) during 1959–1968. Born
in Ningxiang, Hunan Province, on 24 November 1898, Liu Shaoqi enrolled in
Moscow’s communist University of Toilers of the East and joined the CCP
in 1921. He returned to China in 1922 and was assigned to organize the labor
movement, becoming chairman of the All-China Federation of Labor in 1931.

Throughout the Sino-Japanese War and the Chinese Civil War, Liu
served successively as head of the North China, Central Plains, and Central
China Bureaus, engaging in underground and organizational works and help-
ing to ensure eventual victory in both wars. After the PRC’s birth in October
1949, Liu became the second vice chairman of the state and concurrently the
general secretary of the CCP. In April 1959 he succeeded Mao Zedong as the
PRC’s chairman. During Liu’s chairmanship, the Sino-Soviet split became
increasingly irreconcilable, taking on a heavy ideological tone. Liu viciously
attacked the Soviets’ revisionism and rapprochement with the West, insisting
that permanent revolution should be the ultimate goal of the communist bloc.

Meanwhile, Liu became active in diplomacy as he tried to enhance the
PRC’s international status vis-à-vis the Soviet Union. In 1963 he toured non-
communist nations in Asia, becoming the first PRC chairman to visit coun-
tries outside the communist bloc.

Liu’s pro-Maoist position, however, did not save him from the ultraleftist
Cultural Revolution (1966–1976). Indeed, his growing influence and power
ultimately aroused Mao’s suspicion. In October 1968 Liu was relieved of all
his posts, and the chairmanship was passed on to the defense minister, Lin
Biao, in 1969. Liu died in prison in Kaifeng, Henan, of medically neglected
diabetes on 12 November 1969.

Law Yuk-fun
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Prominent Republican senator from Massachusetts and longtime U.S. diplo-
mat. Born in Nahant, Massachusetts, on 5 July 1902, Henry Cabot Lodge Jr.
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was the grandson of Senator Henry Cabot Lodge. The
younger Lodge graduated from Harvard University in 1924
and worked as a journalist until 1931. After serving in the
Massachusetts state legislature during 1933–1936, he was
elected to the U.S. Senate in 1936.

Following the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor in
December 1941, Lodge and Republican Senator Arthur
Vandenberg of Michigan forged a bipartisan consensus be-
hind President Franklin D. Roosevelt’s wartime policies.
Lodge thoroughly rejected the traditional isolationist posi-
tion of the Republican Party that had, ironically, been cham-
pioned by his grandfather, who had led the fight against
the League of Nations in 1920. Lodge won reelection in
1942, but he resigned his Senate seat in 1944 to serve in
the U.S. Army as a lieutenant colonel.

In 1946 Lodge was again elected to the Senate. Paired
again with Vandenberg, Lodge supported President Harry
Truman’s foreign policies by voting for both the Marshall
Plan and U.S. entry into the North American Treaty Orga-
nization (NATO). During his second term, Lodge became
convinced that the United States needed a president who
could overcome latent Republican isolationism. He there-
fore backed General Dwight D. Eisenhower in the 1952
campaign, serving as Eisenhower’s campaign manager. Iron-
ically, while Eisenhower won in a landslide, Lodge lost his
Senate seat to John F. Kennedy.

Lodge served as U.S. ambassador to the United Nations
(UN) during 1953–1960. He ran for vice president along-
side Richard M. Nixon in 1960, an election they lost to
Kennedy and Lyndon B. Johnson. After that, Lodge became a consultant to
Time magazine until President Kennedy named him U.S. ambassador to the
Republic of Vietnam (RVN, South Vietnam) in August 1963. Lodge, reacting
to increasing American disaffection with the South Vietnamese government,
was involved in supporting the South Vietnamese generals who toppled Pres-
ident Ngo Dinh Diem in a coup in November 1963. Lodge was recalled by
President Johnson in January 1964 but returned as ambassador in 1965, serv-
ing until 1967. Lodge then was U.S. ambassador to the Federal Republic of
Germany (FRG, West Germany) during 1968–1969.

Republican President Richard M. Nixon appointed Lodge to head the
U.S. delegation to the Vietnam peace negotiations in Paris in January 1969. In
1970 he was named Nixon’s special representative to the Vatican, a position he
held until 1977. Lodge died on 25 February 1985 in Beverly, Massachusetts.

Chris Tudda
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Cambodian Army chief of staff (1955–1966), minister of defense (1955–
1966), premier (1966–1967, 1969–1970), and president (1972–1975). Born on
13 November 1913 in Prey Veng Province, Lon Nol was educated at a lycée
in Saigon during 1928–1934 and joined the French colonial civil service
thereafter.

By 1951 Lon Nol had been a provincial governor, an army officer, and
chief of police. In 1955 Cambodian ruler Prince Norodom Sihanouk ap-
pointed him both army chief of staff and minister of defense. Initially, Lon
Nol was a trusted advisor to the prince. However, Lon Nol and other conser-
vatives opposed Sihanouk’s policies.

As the Vietnam War escalated, Sihanouk sought accommodation with
the Democratic Republic of Vietnam (DRV, North Vietnam) in order to
assure Cambodia’s neutrality. This involved allowing the North Vietnamese
to expand their logistics net to their People’s Army of Vietnam (PAVN, North
Vietnamese Army) and Viet Cong (VC, Vietnamese Communist) forces in
South Vietnam through eastern Cambodia (the Sihanouk Trail) as well as
sending supplies through the port of Sihanoukville. Sihanouk’s toleration of
North Vietnamese violations of its sovereignty greatly antagonized the gov-
ernments of the United States and the Republic of Vietnam (RVN, South
Vietnam), and Sihanouk eventually broke off relations with both countries.
As opposition to his policies grew, he appointed Lon Nol premier in Septem-
ber 1966, a post he held until April 1967.

Lon Nol was often accused of plotting to overthrow Sihanouk, but he
was out of the country during October 1969–February 1970 undergoing
medical treatment in France. He did meet with Sihanouk in France in Janu-
ary 1970 and reportedly persuaded the prince to adopt new, tough measures
against communist forces operating in their Cambodian sanctuaries against
South Vietnam.

In February 1970 the small Cambodian Army shelled some PAVN and
VC camps in Cambodia. In March a series of anti-Vietnamese demonstra-
tions began in Cambodia, and Lon Nol, now in Cambodia, sent Sihanouk,
who was still abroad, a telegram demanding a sharp increase in the size of the
Cambodian Army. Sihanouk was outraged by this, but on 18 March the Cam-
bodian National Assembly voted to remove Sihanouk as head of state. All indi-
cations point to Lon Nol as a reluctant participant in the change of power.
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The North Vietnamese were determined to retain their
valuable Cambodian sanctuaries, and fighting soon began
between the PAVN and the poorly equipped and abysmally
trained Cambodian Army. Increasingly, the Khmer Rouge
(Red Khmer, Cambodian Communists), led by Pol Pot,
took the lead in fighting the Cambodian Army.

Lon Nol reestablished relations with the United States,
and Cambodia received significant U.S. military and finan-
cial aid. Cambodian nationalist resolve could not overcome
poor training, however. In March 1972, Lon Nol suspended
the constitution, imposed martial law, and took over full
power as president of a Cambodian republic.

Despite direct American support in the form of air
strikes against communist positions inside Cambodia
(which had the ancillary effect of driving the communists
deeper into the Cambodian interior), the Cambodian Army
proved no match for the communist forces. Lon Nol also
proved to be surprisingly inept as a leader. Although suf-
fering from serious health problems, he rejected sugges-
tions that he step down. He did not leave Cambodia until
2 April 1975, a few weeks before the Khmer Rouge entered
the capital of Phnom Penh. After receiving medical treat-
ment in Hawaii, he settled in California. Lon Nol died in
Fullerton, California, on 17 November 1985.

Arne Kislenko and Spencer C. Tucker

See also
Cambodia; Khmer Rouge; Pol Pot; Sihanouk, Norodom; Vietnam

War

References
Chandler, David P. A History of Cambodia. 3rd ed. Boulder, CO: Westview, 2000.
———. The Tragedy of Cambodian History: Politics, War, and Revolution since 1945. New

Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1991.
Clymer, Kenton J. The United States and Cambodia, 1969–2000: A Troubled Relationship.

London: Routledge Curzon, 2004.
Kamm, Henry. Cambodia: Report from a Stricken Land. New York: Arcade, 1998.

U.S. secretary of defense (1951–1953). Born in Huntsville, Texas, on 14 Sep-
tember 1895, Robert Lovett moved in 1909 with his family to New York. He
attended Yale University, temporarily dropping out to serve as a naval aviator
after the United States entered World War I. In the early 1920s he joined and
soon became a partner in the venerable investment bank Brown Brothers,
later Brown Brothers Harriman.
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Prime minister of Cambodia Lon Nol. The former minister
of defense, Nol came to power at the height of the Viet-
nam War as the United States intensified its bombing
campaign by attacking North Vietnamese sanctuaries in
Cambodia. (Hulton Archive/Getty Images)
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In 1940 Lovett’s continuing interest in aviation and his
concern to build up U.S. aerial production capacities led
Secretary of War Henry L. Stimson to appoint him assis-
tant secretary of war for air. For almost five years Lovett
supervised the immense World War II buildup of Ameri-
can airpower and helped the Army Air Forces to retain
some autonomy, a policy that later made it easier for the
Army Air Forces to become an independent service arm.

After the war Lovett returned to private life until
1947, when his former superior George C. Marshall, to
whom he was particularly close and whom President Harry
S. Truman had just appointed secretary of state, persuaded
Lovett to become undersecretary of state. He remained in
office until late 1948, overseeing the development of the
Marshall Plan and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO). In September 1950, when Marshall became sec-
retary of defense during the Korean War, Lovett once again
served as his deputy, supervising a major military buildup
and succeeding Marshall when the latter retired in late 1951.

Lovett left office when the Truman administration
ended, but successive presidents repeatedly sought his
views on assorted foreign policy issues, regarding him as a
key member of the Wise Men, the establishment figures
who presided over the mid-twentieth-century expansion
of American international power. In the mid-1950s Lovett
presciently warned that the Central Intelligence Agency
(CIA) had become overly enamored of covert operations.
During the 1962 Cuban Missile Crisis President John F.
Kennedy consulted Lovett, who counseled moderation.
He was one of the senior advisors who, by late 1967, was
disillusioned with the U.S. involvement in Vietnam, even
though he did not attend the meeting of such Wise Men

in March 1968 that ultimately counseled President Lyndon B. Johnson to
withdraw American forces from Vietnam. Lovett died in Locust Valley, Long
Island, New York, on 14 September 1986.

Priscilla Roberts
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Robert Lovett served in the U.S. Department of War
(later the Department of Defense) and the State Depart-
ment over several decades, spanning World War II and 
the Korean War. He played an important role as secretary 
of defense during 1951–1953. (Library of Congress)

Lovett left office
when the Truman
administration
ended, but
successive presidents
repeatedly sought
his views on assorted
foreign policy issues.



Fanton, Jonathan. “Robert A. Lovett: The War Years.” Unpublished PhD diss., Yale
University, 1978.

Isaacson, Walter, and Evan Thomas. The Wise Men: Six Friends and the World They
Made; Acheson, Bohlen, Harriman, Kennan, Lovett, McCloy. New York: Simon and
Schuster, 1986.

Sherry, Michael S. The Rise of American Air Power: The Creation of Armageddon. New
Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1987.

Accomplished playwright, editor, journalist, U.S. congresswoman, diplomat,
political activist, and wife of magazine magnate Henry R. Luce. Clare Boothe
Luce was born Anne Clare Boothe on 10 April 1903 in New York City. She
had a peripatetic childhood, living in New York, Chicago, Memphis, and
France. Originally drawn to acting, she enrolled briefly in a New York City
drama school but dropped out after less than a year. In 1923, at age twenty,
she married a well-to-do clothing manufacturer she had met while working
on women’s rights issues. Her husband was twenty-four years her senior, and
the marriage ended in 1929. Luce subsequently threw her-
self into writing and editing, working for Vogue and Vanity
Fair magazines. In 1935 she wed Henry Luce, founder of
Time and Life magazines, among others.

Luce then turned to her love of the theater. She had
quit her editorial position in 1934 to devote her full ener-
gies to theatrical writing, which resulted in a number of
well-received plays that appeared on Broadway. Beginning
in 1940 she traveled extensively for Life magazine, and in
1941 she and her husband traveled to China as roving
reporters. In 1942 Luce won a seat in the U.S. House of
Representatives from Connecticut. She was the state’s first
woman elected to Congress. A staunch Republican, she
was highly critical of President Franklin D. Roosevelt and
the Democrats. During her two terms in office (1943–1947),
Luce was often critical of Democratic foreign policy but
nevertheless voted with it most of the time. She was also a
key player in the creation of the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion (AEC), which brought nuclear energy under full civil-
ian control in 1946. Before her term expired, she had
already begun to sound the alarms about communist sub-
version, a precursor of McCarthyism that exploded onto
the scene in 1950.

After exhaustively campaigning for Dwight D. Eisen-
hower in the 1952 election, Luce was rewarded when the
new president named her ambassador to Italy, a post she
held during 1953–1956. As such, she helped mediate the
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Successful journalist and playwright Clare Boothe Luce was
a political conservative who served in the U.S. Congress
and then was ambassador to Italy. (Library of Congress)



dispute between Italy and Yugoslavia over Trieste. In 1959, Eisenhower
appointed her to the ambassadorship of Brazil. However, after an acrimo-
niously partisan Senate confirmation process during which Luce quipped
that a leading Democrat acted as if he had been “kicked in the head by a
horse,” she resigned the position just days after being confirmed.

Luce continued her writing, painting, and political activism, becoming
increasingly identified with the far right wing of the Republican Party. In
1964 she considered a run for the U.S. Senate but was dissuaded from doing
so by party leaders. She then largely retired from the public spotlight until
1981, when President Ronald Reagan appointed her to the President’s Intel-
ligence Advisory Board. She left the board in 1983. Luce died in Washing-
ton, D.C., on 9 October 1987.

Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr.
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U.S. publishing magnate, influential opinion-maker, and prominent inter-
nationalist. Born on 3 April 1898 in Dengzhou, Shantung Province, China, the
son of a Presbyterian missionary, Henry Luce enrolled at the elite Hotchkiss
Preparatory School in Connecticut, graduated from Yale University in 1920,
and studied at Oxford during 1920–1921. A brilliant student, he edited Yale’s
newspaper with fellow publishing enthusiast Briton Hadden. In 1923, Had-
den and Luce launched Time magazine, which quickly became a major suc-
cess. When Hadden died in 1928, Luce became head of the burgeoning
publishing empire.

Luce married playwright and future Republican politician Clare Boothe in
1935. The next year he brought out Life, the first successful photojournalism
magazine. Keenly attuned to popular trends, in 1954 he launched Sports
Illustrated, appealing to Americans’ love of entertainment sports.

Luce believed that Americans knew too little about the outside world,
so he emphasized international news coverage in many of his magazines. His
pro-American, procapitalist reading of global events strongly influenced the
American public’s perceptions of the larger world. In the 1920s and early
1930s he was attracted to fascism, and his magazines published admiring
portrayals of Italy’s Benito Mussolini and Spain’s Francisco Franco. Later,
however, Luce opposed the Axis powers. In an influential editorial titled “The
American Century” in the February 1941 issue of Life, he called for U.S.
entry into World War II and the need to accept global responsibilities.
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Luce’s strong anticommunism, devotion to the Republican Party, and
youthful experiences in China shaped his support for Jiang Jieshi and the
Guomindang (GMD, Nationalist) cause. Jiang appeared on more Time mag-
azine covers than any other world leader. Like the so-called China Lobby,
Luce refused to recognize the 1949 success of the Chinese Revolution, and
his enormous influence helped preclude any alternative U.S. policy toward
China for a generation. In the 1950s and early 1960s, he promoted the Repub-
lic of Vietnam’s (ROV, South Vietnam) president Ngo Dinh Diem as Amer-
ica’s new democratic champion in Asia. Luce and his publications backed
both the Korean War and the Vietnam War. Luce died on 28 February 1967
in Phoenix, Arizona.

Michael E. Donoghue

See also
China, People’s Republic of; Chinese Civil War; Containment Policy; Jiang Jieshi;

Mao Zedong; Ngo Dinh Diem

References
Baughman, James L. Henry R. Luce and the Rise of the American News Media. Boston:

Twayne, 1987.
Herzstein, Robert Edwin. Henry R. Luce: A Political Portrait of the Man Who Created the

American Century. New York: Scribner, 1994.

Congolese independence leader and the first prime minister of the Demo-
cratic Republic of the Congo (June–September 1960). Born in Onalua, Bel-
gian Congo, on 2 July 1925, Patrice Lumumba attended a Protestant mission
school and worked for a number of years as a post office clerk. In October
1958 he formed the first nationalist political organization in the Congo, the
Mouvement National Congolais (Congolese National Movement). In Octo-
ber 1959 he was jailed for instigating riots in Stanleyville but was released to
attend the January 1960 Round Table Conference in Brussels, convened to
discuss Congolese independence.

Upon the independence of the Congo in June 1960, Lumumba became
the new nation’s first prime minister. Only a few days later, however, Con-
golese soldiers mutinied, and the mineral-rich province of Katanga an-
nounced its secession. Belgium then dispatched troops to the Congo and
supported the Katanga secessionist movement. Hoping to avoid a showdown
and possible civil war, the United Nations (UN) dispatched a peacekeeping
force to the Congo at the behest of Lumunba’s government.

Lumumba’s relationship with UN Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjöld
was tense, and UN forces were overly assertive and patronizing. Further-
more, the UN refused to intervene in the Katangan secessionist crisis and
Belgian troops remained in the country. Thus, in August 1960 Lumumba
broke relations with Hammarskjöld, threatened to demand the withdrawal
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of UN forces, and turned to the Soviet Union for assistance in the growing
crisis. This action galvanized President Dwight D. Eisenhower’s administra-
tion to support the assassination of Lumumba, although Belgian plans to get
rid of the radical upstart were already under way.

On 5 September 1960, Congolese President Joseph Kasavubu summar-
ily dismissed Lumumba as prime minister, a move of questionable legality
that enraged Lumumba and his supporters. In early December, Army Chief
of Staff Joseph Mobutu ordered Lumumba arrested, an act carried out with
the help of foreign intelligence sources that allegedly included the United
States. In January 1961 Lumumba was transferred to Katanga, where he had
many Belgian and Congolese enemies. On 17 January 1961 he was murdered
in Katanga. While in 2001 the Belgian government acknowledged some
responsibility for Lumumba’s assassination, his killing has never been fully
documented.

Lise Namikas
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The first prime minister of the Democratic Republic of the Congo in 1960, Patrice Lumumba is shown here speaking
with supporters in Leopoldville on 15 October 1960 in an effort to regain his office. (Library of Congress)
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Small West European nation bordered by Belgium to the west and north,
France to the south, and Germany to the east. The Grand Duchy of Luxem-
bourg, with a 1945 population of some 290,000 people, covers just 998 square
miles, making it slightly smaller than the U.S. state of Rhode Island. The
people of Luxembourg speak German, French, and the national language,
Letzeburgesch.

Luxembourg gained its independence after the Napoleonic Wars of the
early nineteenth century. In the 1867 Treaty of London the country’s auton-
omy was reaffirmed, and the European powers declared Luxembourg a neu-
tral nation. Over time the nation developed a representative assembly serving
under a constitutional monarchy.

During World War I and World War II, the Germans violated Luxem-
bourg’s neutrality. Following World War II, the nation shed its neutral stance
and joined in several alliances. Together with the Netherlands and Belgium,
Luxembourg formed the Benelux Accords. This agreement tied the three
nations together in an economic union. In 1948 Luxembourg, Britain, France,
the Netherlands, and Belgium signed the Brussels Pact, which pledged the
five nations to collaborate economically, militarily, and socially over a fifty-
year period. The signatories banded together out of a common fear of re-
newed German militarism. The treaty pledged that the five nations would
take whatever steps necessary to combat a future attack by the Germans.
One year later, in 1949, Luxembourg signed the charter establishing the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). Luxembourg also received
financial aid via the U.S.-sponsored Marshall Plan during 1948–1952 to spur
postwar economic recovery.

Although a change in the nation’s constitution introduced compulsory
military service during 1944–1967, throughout the Cold War Luxembourg con-
tributed little in terms of military forces to NATO. Luxembourg’s tradition
of neutrality and antimilitarism and its small population virtually assured a
small military force. In 1979, for example, Luxembourg had no air force and
had an army of only 660 men. NATO forces were nonetheless stationed in
Luxembourg throughout much of the Cold War.

Luxembourg’s economy grew steadily in the post–World War II era.
Much of this was centered in metallurgical industries. In 1957 Luxembourg
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became one of the six founding members of the European Economic Com-
munity (EEC), which later became the European Union (EU). During the
1950s the country attracted foreign investors by offering enticing tax incen-
tives. As a result, the people of Luxembourg enjoyed one of the highest stan-
dards of living in Europe. In 2002 Luxembourg adopted the euro as the
nation’s official currency.

Justin P. Coffey
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Soviet biologist responsible for a theory of genetics that came to be known as
Lysenkoism. Born on 29 September 1898 in Karlovka, Ukraine, to a peasant
family, Trofim Lysenko attended the Kiev Agricultural Institute. In 1927
while he was working at an experimental agricultural station in Azerbaijan,
the Communist Party newspaper Pravda trumpeted his success in develop-
ing a method of planting a winter crop of peas to sustain cattle. The achieve-
ment proved short-lived, for the crops failed in succeeding winters, but
Lysenko was by then firmly established as a scientist in the Soviet style, and
other triumphs soon followed.

Lysenko developed, for example, a number of theories to shorten the
growing season and enhance production. One was cooling seed grains before
they were planted. He claimed that this not only increased yield but that
these improved qualities were then passed on. In effect, this notion of acquired
characteristics was a revival of the discredited theories of seventeenth-century
French scientist Jean Baptiste Lamarck, who had argued for evolution but
also claimed that acquired characteristics might be inherited. According to
such a theory, the giraffe, for instance, had evolved from antelopes that had
stretched their necks to reach the leaves in higher branches of trees.

In 1935 the government made Lysenko a member of the All-Union
Institute of Selection and Genetics and gave him his own journal, Vernaliza-
tion, to publicize his theories and purported successes. During 1936–1938
Lysenko was the director of the institute, and from 1938 he was president of
the All-Union Academy of Agricultural Sciences. In 1939 he was elected a
full member and Presidium member of the USSR’s Academy of Agricultural
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Sciences. During 1939–1956 and 1961–1962 he was president of the Lenin
Academy of Agricultural Sciences, and during 1940–1964 he was director of
the Institute of Genetics of the Academy of Sciences.

Lysenko became a centerpiece of Soviet science, in part because he
represented a new kind of practical, peasant-based science divorced from
the world of academics in their laboratories. This fit well with Soviet dictator
Josef Stalin’s trumpeting of practice as more important than theory. Probably
the chief reason for Lysenko’s advancement, however, was his ability to
motivate the peasantry, which was suffering under Stalin’s policy of forced
agricultural collectivization.

In a 1948 speech that Lysenko claimed had been approved by the Cen-
tral Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, he blasted
genetic theories accepted in the West as “reactionary and decadent” and
Western scientists as “enemies of the Soviet people.” As president of Lenin
Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Lysenko carried out his instructions to
purge Soviet science of “harmful” ideas. Many scientists chose to admit their
“errors” and fell into line. Others who refused lost their jobs. Many were also
imprisoned and executed, the most prominent of the latter being biologist
Nikolai Vavilov.

The science of genetics particularly suffered, for the notion of acquired
characteristics fit nicely into communist theory and the project of creating a
“new Soviet citizen” within a generation or two. Such ideas were ridiculed
by scientists in the West, and indeed under Lysenkoism much of Soviet sci-
ence, and especially agriculture, reverted back to the era of the Middle Ages.

Lysenko retained his position after Stalin’s death in 1953. Under Nikita
Khrushchev, however, mainstream Soviet scientists at last were given the
opportunity, previously denied, to criticize Lysenko and his theories. Physi-
cist Andrei Sakharov openly attacked Lysenko in the course of a 1964 speech
before the General Assembly of the Academy of Science. Calls for the restora-
tion of true scientific methods in biology and in agricultural science fol-
lowed, and that same year Lysenko was removed from his post and assigned
to an experimental farm. In 1965 a commission of scientists sent to Lysenko’s
farm produced a devastating critique of his methods. This report completed
the ruin of his reputation when it was made public. Lysenko died in Moscow
on 20 November 1976.

Spencer C. Tucker
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