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1. Which Latin American country (s) was drawn into the Cold War conflict?
[bookmark: _GoBack]The Latin American countries which were drawn into the cold war conflict were Bolivia, Cuba, Ecuador, Nicaragua, Mexico, and Venezuela. 
2. Which country suffered the most negative consequences?
The cold war affected most nation-states. Russia suffered the most negative consequences in most of its economic and social welfare. The military spending in Russia was cut down in the year 1991, causing a deterioration in the Soviet Union’s military-industry sector. This form of dismantling cause millions of employees across the entire former Soviet Union to become jobless, hence affecting the economy of Russia and its military strength. As Russia was afforcing to reform several economic activities in the 1990s, it faced a financial crisis and a recession stage which continued to oppress its living standards.
3. What are the ways that the US intervened in Latin America? How did this support larger Cold War policies and ideologies?
Monroe Doctrine: The 1823 Monroe Doctrine, which started the United States' approach of neutrality, considered it fundamental for the United States to abstain from going into European issues, however, to shield countries in the Western side of the equator from remote military mediation. The United States gave the Monroe Doctrine in 1823, notice against the foundation of any extra European settlements in Latin America. Notwithstanding this, European mediations kept on happening in American nations with the unsaid or express help of the United States. These mediations incorporate the control of the Falkland Islands by Britain in 1833, the French maritime barricade of Argentine ports somewhere in the range of 1839 and 1840, the Anglo-French bar of the River Plate from 1845 to 1850, the Spanish intrusion of the Dominican Republic somewhere in the range of 1861 and 1865, the French intercession in Mexico somewhere in the range of 1862 and 1865, the British control of the Mosquito Coast in Nicaragua and the control of the Guayana Essequiba in Venezuela by Great Britain in 1855, (McPherson, 2016). 
Roosevelt Corollary: The U.S. president Theodore Roosevelt's anxiety with the danger of infiltration into the locale by Germany and the undeniably negative British and American press responses to the undertaking prompted the barring countries' consent to a tradeoff. The barricade was kept up during exchanges over the subtleties of financial the obligation on Washington Protocols. The U.S. president at that point planned the Roosevelt Corollary to the Monroe Doctrine, in December 1904, which declared the privilege of the United States to mediate in Latin American countries' affairs. In its adjusted express, the Monroe Doctrine would now consider Latin America as an office for growing U.S. business interests in the area, alongside its unique expressed motivation behind keeping European authority from the half of the globe. Moreover, the end product broadcasted the express right of the United States to intercede in Latin American clashes practicing a global police power. Roosevelt originally utilized the Corollary to act in the Dominican Republic in 1904, which at the time was seriously obliged and turning into a bombed state.
4. Who benefited from US intervention?
The country which benefited most from the US intervention was Cuba, followed by Panama, especially the Panama Canal Area, Haiti, Dominican Republic, and Nicaragua. In these countries, we launched their interventions including the presence of military to contain the cold war conflict. 
Chile a case study 
1. How does the case of Chile reflect American patterns of intervention?
US contribution to Chilean issues heightened in the early many years of the twentieth century. After World War I, the United States supplanted Britain as the main superpower controlling the vast majority of Chile's assets, as the most monetary movement in the nation lay in US hands. Such a change kept Chile from benefitting because of the war and picking up its money related autonomy. The reliance on the United States officially started in the early long stretches of the 1920s as two significant US organizations Anaconda and Kennecott assumed responsibility for the important assets. Before the finish of the war, Chile couldn't abuse the "overabundance of copper they delivered as practically all the copper was showcased through backups of United States copper firms built up in Chile for whom the unified government fixed a maximum price tag upon copper items throughout the war." As the regular workers requested an improvement in their way of life, higher wages and improved working conditions, the thought that a liberal government could be the answer for the individuals started to take structure, (Feldmann, et al, 2019). 
2. How does the case of Chile reflect larger trends in the Cold War?
During the cold war, almost all Latin American nations experienced military tyrannies that changed the social, monetary and political improvement of every general public and molded their history until the present. The Chilean, Argentinian, Brazilian, Paraguayan, and Uruguayan military tyrannies were included. In the specific instance of Chile. As the Cold War has pervaded the ongoing Latin American past, we accept that it is important to consider the path by which the memory of this period is haggled in Chilean authority history course books, especially how those writings address the time of autocracies in Latin America and the job that the United States played right now. In Chile, the horrendous ongoing past of an overthrow and the human rights infringement submitted by Augusto Pinochet's military fascism is as yet a space of contending aggregate recollections.
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