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Admirals' Revolt: Were U.S. Navy admirals right to challenge
publicly the 1949 cancellation of the supercarrier project? 3
Yes, the admirals were right to challenge the decision
because it diminished the postwar role of the navy.
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No, the admirals were not right to challenge the civilian
leadership. (James J. Wirtz) 7

Afghanistan: Was U.S. opposition to the Soviet-supported
government in Afghanistan the right policy? 10
Yes, U.S. policy toward the Soviet-supported government in
Afghanistan was successful in blocking communist expansion.
(Paul Du Quenoy) 10
No, U.S. policy toward the Soviet-supported government in
Afghanistan sacrificed important foreign-policy goals for marginal
ones and left greater problems in its wake. (Benjamin Frankel) 13

Alliance for Progress: Did the Alliance for Progress achieve
its goals? 17
Yes, the Alliance for Progress contributed to economic and
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it promised. (Benjamin Frankel) 22
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No, the Baruch Plan was not a sincere attempt to achieve global
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knew the Soviet Union would find unacceptable.
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Berlin Crises: Why did the Berlin crises occur? 33
The Berlin crises occurred not because the city had any intrinsic
strategic value, but because it was a powerful symbol of the cold-
war conflict between capitalism and communism.
(Campbell Craig) 33
The Berlin crises took place because of the vital strategic
importance of the city to both the West and the Soviet Union.
(Paul Du Quenoy) 36

Cambodia: Was the U.S. invasion of Cambodia in May 1970 justified? .. 40
Yes, the American invasion of Cambodia was justified because
the country was a center of Vietcong activity against South
Vietnam. (Paul Du Quenoy) 41
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No, the U.S. invasion of Cambodia was not justified because it
had only a marginal effect on North Vietnamese activities in
South Vietnam. (Benjamin Frankel) 44
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Yes, the Reagan administration's policies in Central America
successfully blocked the expansion of communism in the
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No, the Reagan administration unnecessarily militarized U.S.
policies in Central America at a time when communism was
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offered good advice on U.S. policy in China in the late 1940s.
(Benjamin Frankel) 59
The role of the China Hands in shaping U.S. policy toward China
during the late 1940s was largely negative because of their
biased views about Mao Tse-tung. (Amos Perlmutter) 61

CIA Operations: Did the CIA go too far in its covert operations
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Yes, CIA operations in the 1950s and 1960s discredited the
United States. (Loch K. Johnson) 64
No, CIA operations during the 1950s and 1960s effectively
limited full-scale military actions. (Paul Du Quenoy) 69

Civil Liberties: Did anticommunist measures at the onset of the
cold war threaten civil liberties and domestic freedoms in the
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Yes, civil liberties and domestic freedoms were threatened
because of excessive fears about communist infiltration of the
U.S. government. (Barak Cohen) 74
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stood guard over civil liberties and domestic freedoms by
rejecting the more sweeping measures. (Mark Kramer) 77

Containment: Was universal containment preferable to strongpoint
containment as a guide to U.S. foreign policy? 82
Yes, universal containment, proposed by Paul H. Nitze, was
preferable to strongpoint containment, advocated by George F.
Kennan, because universal containment took a more realistic
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No, universal containment was not preferable because it was
expensive and indiscriminate. (Colin Dueck) 85
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Cuba Policy: Has U.S. policy toward Fidel Castro in Cuba been
prudent and effective? 91
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Finlandization: Could a "Finland" status have been attained for
some eastern and central European states? 107
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Yes, some eastern and central European states could have
remained neutral like Finland. (Benjamin Frankel) 107
No, Soviet insecurities and historical conditions made it unlikely
that the Soviet Union would have agreed to a Finland status for
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preferable to Eisenhower's doctrine of massive retaliation? 115
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Hitler and Stalin: Is the comparison between Hitler and Stalin valid
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Human Rights: Was Jimmy Carter's emphasis on human rights a
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Yes, Jimmy Carter's emphasis on human rights was an effective
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Marshall Plan: What were the true motivations behind the
Marshall Plan? 173
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No, Soviet expansionism made the universalist approach an
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