How successful was the policy of ‘Containment’?
Take this document and add evidential support for the arguments made.  Edwards (41-56)

Introduction – what was the policy of Containment?

Line of argument – relatively successful in Europe, less so in Asia

Europe

Economic (Marshall Plan), and Military policy (Berlin Airlift, NATO) resulted in a series of ‘secure’ western European states (secure = multi-party, capitalist and friendly to USA)

Marshall aid resulted in economic growth, employment and rising living standards. The creation of Federal Republic of Germany was a triumph. ‘The US had served as midwife to the birth of a democratic and economically stable west German state…’ (Edwards: 57) Christian Democrats (centre-right) under Konrad Adenauer win free elections.  

Militarily, the US had denied the USSR an outlet to the Atlantic. Territorially communism had made no gains. Greece KKE defeated partly as a result of US aid. Communist Parties were doing less well in elections, the French Communists (PCF) were isolated by refusal to agree to Marshall aid (1947) the Italian Communists defeated in elections in 1948 by CIA backed Christian Democrats

Asia

Japan a success ‘a bulwark against communist expansion’, Korea partly a success but more fragile than the division in Germany as a result of Kim Il Sung’s ambition to unite all of Korea under northern Communist rule. US financial support for the French in Vietnam was making little difference against the Vietminh. China was biggest failure. GMD had received $3b of aid but lost the Civil War. 

Why more successful in Europe?

1. Policy makers never committed the same level of resources to Asia because Europe was the priority. 

2. Communist threat was more complex in Asia. Asia communism was not controlled by Moscow, it was home-grown and adapted to the genuine needs of the local Asian community. Mao and Ho Chi Minh were as much nationalists as communists and the wars of the post 1945 period in Asia were as much anti-colonial as they were civil.

