Running head: ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY ON EFFECTS OF TRADE BARRIERS	1
		Surname 10


Student’s Name:
Professor’s Name:
Subject:
Date:
The Cuban Crisis
Introduction 
The Cuban Missile Crisis that occurred in October 1962 almost triggered a nuclear war, and it is among the closest events to causing a world war. The crisis was a result of a confrontation between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. Missiles placed in Cuba which is only 90 miles off the United States of America's coast by the Soviets were the cause of the confrontation. At this point, the world was literally on the hands of Premier Nikita Khrushchev and the president of the John F. Kennedy. Efforts of preventing the ignition of the war were sought through engaging the two men but all in vain. After their meeting, Premier Khrushchev left convinced that the US president then was a weak leader.  That is why the arbitration did not bear fruit. The cause of the Cuban Missile Crisis can be attributed to the U.S. efforts of placing nuclear heads in Turkey next to the Soviet Union while undermining the communist revolution in Cuba as a result of ideological differences causing the Soviet Union to retaliate by placing nuclear missiles in Cuba (Robert, 1988, p. 26).
Background
History
While the Cuban missile crisis is one of the most discussed chronological problems of the previous century, it still draws the interest of scholars searching for new angles. For about two weeks in October 1962, a dangerous play with nuclear war emerged between the US and the USSR, as the two superpowers squabbled over the setting up of USSR's nuclear weapons in Cuba. Triggered by rash decision and ended through cautious and prudent leadership, the crisis acted as a mechanism for change during the cold war. The crisis was resolved via back-channel negotiations, but it is still famously remembered as the nearest the world came to full-blown nuclear war (George, 2013, p. 45). 
During the crisis, the leaders of the USSR and the US engaged in an uptight, thirteen-day military as well as political face-off over the setting up of USSR’s nuclear missiles in Cuba, only ninety miles from the shores of the US. President J. Kennedy informed the US citizens about the presence of the weapons and clarified his stand to endorse a naval barrier around Cuba and clarified that America was ready to enforce military action if need arises to neutralize the threat to national security. The naval blockade around Cuba would stop the Soviet from bringing in more missiles and military gear to Cuba (George, 2013, p. 45). Many American citizens dreaded the world was on the brink of nuclear war. Nevertheless, this disaster was averted when America consented to the offer of President Nikita Khrushchev to withdraw the missiles in a condition that the US should promise not to attack Cuba. Also, President Kennedy discretely agreed to remove American missiles from Turkey (Scott, 2015, p. 9).
The soviet had gambled on installing the missiles in Cuba with the explicit objective of increasing its nuclear strike capability. In the past, the Soviets had long felt ill at ease about the number of nuclear missiles aimed at them from sites in Turkey and Western Europe, and they perceived the installation of nuclear-armed missiles in Cuba as a way to increase its nuclear leverage (George, 2013, p. 48). The US had a hostile relationship with Cuba, and the Soviet felt that it could utilize this opportunity as Cuba was aligned with them. The US had already launched an attack against Cuba, and Khrushchev and Castro felt that the installation of Soviet missiles in Cuba would deter further US aggression (Scott, 2015, p. 14).               
The nuclear arms race contributed a lot to the Cuban missile crisis. The race was a rush for supremacy in nuclear weaponry between the two superpowers as well as their respective allies during the cold war (Blight, 2013, p. 10). The Cuban missile crisis has been termed as the culmination of the nuclear arms race between the US and the Soviets during the cold war. During this period, other than the Soviet and American nuclear stockpiles, other nations developed nuclear weaponry, although none of them engaged in the production of warheads on nearly the same level as the two superpowers (Scott, 2015, p. 105). During the period of the cold war, both the US and the Soviet had nuclear capability. However, the US had far too many nuclear weapons as compared to the Soviet Union. Therefore, the arms race developed with the Soviets trying to catch up and surpass the US. Each one of them wanted to develop nuclear weapons to protect themselves from external intrusion (George, 2013, p. 24). 
  At the beginning of the cold war, strategic bombers were the key delivery method. Missiles had long been seen as the perfect platform for the delivery of nuclear weapons and were more effective than the bombers (Blight, 2013, p. 66). From the early 1950s, the development of medium-range and intermediate-range ballistic missiles for delivery of nuclear weapons began. The technology advanced to increasingly longer ranges, finally becoming ICBMs (intercontinental ballistic missiles) (Gibson, 2012, p. 2). In 1957 October, the Soviets demonstrated that they had missiles that could reach any part of the globe by launching the Sputnik satellite into the orbit of the earth. The US launched theirs in 1958 January. In the meantime, submarine-launched ballistic missiles were also created. By the 1960s, the "triad" of delivery systems for nuclear weapons was developed, with each superpower installing SLBMs, ICBMs, and bombers to make sure that even if defense for one system were created, the other systems would still be viable. Presently, modifications have been made to these methods (Scott, 2015, p. 8, 40, 105).       
Strategies
The Soviet Union employed various strategies to rally its population to support the cause of installing its nuclear missiles in Cuba (Blight, 2013, p. 6). For instance, Soviet's leader Nikita Khrushchev convinced them that the move would level the playing ground as the US appeared to be having an upper hand since they could launch missiles from Europe and Turkey and destroy the Soviet Union before they could react (Scott, 2015, p. 105). Nikita Khrushchev also argued that the US IRBMs that had been installed in Turkey was a threat to them and that installing their missiles in Cuban was a reaction to the threat. He also convinced the Soviet population that the move was a way of asserting his strict political dominance (Gibson, 2012, p. 13).   
Kremlin targeted the youth for anti-Americanism as a strategy to pursue domestic as well as foreign policy. By using the media controlled or owned by the state, the Soviet Union deliberately spread vicious anti-American propaganda at home and overseas, blaming many of its problems on the US. The partial success of this strategy exposed several failures in the US public diplomacy (Blight, 2013, p. 22). The public diplomacy of the US had been declining since the period of the cold war. The youth are the most radical population in any country. For this reason, the Soviets targeted the youth to spread anti-American propaganda. The goal was to radicalize the youth against America and portray the Americans as the aggressive party and a threat to the Soviets national security to garner support for their move of moving their nuclear missiles to Cuba (Scott, 2015, p. 14).  
The Soviet Union used anti-American propaganda to further its cause of moving nuclear missiles to Cuba. Also, the US employed some propaganda to further their cause. The Soviets leader Nikita Khrushchev used propaganda portraying the US dangerously to convince its populations to support his move. He also used propaganda to justify his act of moving the nuclear missiles to Cuba (George, 2013, p. 12). The propaganda influenced the decision making processes of the two superpowers. The media played a huge role in spreading the propaganda. By using heavy-handed propaganda, both parties clashed diplomatically, and the cold war between them deepened. The competing ideological stands between the two countries have since then shaped their international relations (Scott, 2015, p. 62).   
While studies from the Cuban missile crisis are numerous, much of what happened during the duration of the crisis is yet to be documented. This is especially true for what happened in the Soviet Union. Much has not been told on about how the Soviet youth and the general population saw what is extensively viewed as the most perilous crisis of the cold war (Blight, 2013, p. 120). The Soviet youth were the leading category of propaganda and were primarily targeted for mobilization campaign. This mobilization was ridden with several shortcomings, and it used dissonances and musical metaphor. The propaganda machine had been creating solidarity with Cuban people and anti-Americanism. However, when the crisis suddenly came up, the tune changed and this lead to undecided palette reactions. Ultimately, the Soviet gave in to the pressure of the dissonance voices (Scott, 2015, p. 105, 112; 121).  
Communication 
During the standoff at sea, the leaders of the two superpowers found out a way to communicate and avert disaster. The two superpowers exchanged many letters as well as other communications, formal and "back channel" (Gibson, 2012, p.  12). On October 23 and 24, the Soviet leader sent letters to Kennedy explaining the deterrent nature of the missiles in Cuba as well as his peaceful intentions. He also sent another long rambling letter on 26 October to Kennedy showing interest that the missiles would be withdrawn in exchange for US promise that it will not attack Cuba. This was followed by another letter on October 27 proposing that the missiles would be withdrawn if the US withdraws its missiles in Turkey (Gibson, 2012, p. 35). Kennedy decides to ignore the second letter and accept the offer proposed in the previous letter. On October 28th, the Soviet announces that the missiles would be removed trusting that the US would not attack Cuba, and further negotiations were made to implement this decision (Scott, 2015, p. 125). 
The exchange between the two leaders affected their decision making and almost led to a nuclear war. However, the Soviet leadership realized that the US possessed more nuclear weapons strategically better positioned to hit them (Gibson 2012, p. 90). On their side, they had few obsolete nuclear missiles positioned to strike the US. The Soviets worried that the nuclear gap would be a disadvantage to them. Because the two of them wanted to avoid war, they opened up negotiations to avert the tension brought about by the crisis. The letters exchange provided them with a way to avert the looming crisis (George 2013, p. 111). 
Intelligence
The American Intelligence
The US intelligence failed to predict and unearth the plans by the Soviet Union to move its nuclear missiles to Cuba. While the US intelligence discovered the Soviet nuclear missiles in Cuba before they became operational, it is however evident that the intelligence had failed to predict the existence of the missiles days before then (Blight, 2013, p. 18-19). According to Scott (2015), the purpose of the warning is not to present a list of facts but to anticipate and prevent the impending and gloomy danger of strategic surprise. The US intelligence did not raise the warning to be on the lookout for such a possibility, showing that the intelligence failed. Instead of warning Kennedy's administration against the fears of a potential Soviet missile surprise, the intelligence made the surprise all more total, shocking, and sudden (George, 2013, p. 70).    
Having said this, the Americans should institute certain measures to improve the intelligence in the future. First, the US should address the issue of organizational weakness in intelligence, as this was seen to be the primary cause of failure (Blight, 2013, p. 20). According to George (2013), organizational weakness in intelligence can have devastating effects. America should assess organizational structures and processes that find out whether signals are noticed or overlooked. Also, the US should focus majorly on cognitive psychology as well as the drawback integral to human cognition to improve their intelligence in the future (Scott, 2015, p. 104).     
The Soviet Union Intelligence 
By analyzing the facts and events of the Cuban nuclear crisis, it is evident that the Soviet Union intelligence exceeded the US intelligence. First, from the beginning, the Soviet's movement of nuclear weapons to Cuba involved a lot of secrecy, denial, and deception. American intelligence could not reveal the plan for the weapon movement until the installation was already underway in Cuba. A US spy-plane sighted the missile installation in Cuba after the weapons had already been moved into the Island. In contrast, the Soviets had unearthed the installation plans of the US in Turkey as well as Europe. While the US intelligence spotted the missile installation before it was operational, it can be agreed that it had failed for not discovering the plan earlier. From the analysis, it can be concluded that the Soviet intelligence surpassed that of the US (Blight pg 2013, p. 64-66).   
End of Crisis
Apart from publicly resorting to dialogue to avert the possible threat of a nuclear war, the leaders of the two superpowers held secret negotiations to end the crisis. As a result, several letters were exchanged between the two leaders in secret negotiations (George, 2013, p. 27). The first letter from the Soviet leader explained that the missile installation in Cuba was to deter the US from invading Cuba and that his intentions were peaceful (Gibson, 2012, p. 22). The second letter hinted the possibility of a peaceful resolution if the US promised not to attack Cuba (Blight, 2013, p. 38). Kennedy wrote a letter stating that the US would remove the blockade around Cuba and would not invade Cuba if the Soviets dismantled their missile installations in Cuba (George, 2013, p. 27). Kennedy's letter warned that if the Cuban crisis continued, it would lead to "a grave risk to the peace of the world" (Scott, 2015, p. 77). The exchange between the two leaders affected their decision making and led to the peaceful resolution of the crisis (Scott, 2015, p. 105).
The Cuban missile crisis sobered the leaders of the two superpowers and showed them that they showed them that they had no other alternative but to co-exist in peace (Blight, 2013, p. 120). The two superpowers also realized the risk of living in the era of countries having accumulated nuclear weapons, which led to the treaty of mutual destruction of nuclear weapons (Scott, 2015 176). The two superpowers would have embarked on more peaceful negotiations to contain the use of nuclear weapons. As a result, the countries resolved to cease their production of nuclear weapons to avert a similar crisis in the future (George, 2013, p. 112). The Cuban nuclear crisis nearly brought the world to a nuclear war (Blight, 2015, p. 129). The risk would have been even higher today because most other countries have developed nuclear weapons. In the future, the country should not resort to military action to solve such a crisis. Instead, the countries should invest more in international relations and diplomacy (George, 2013, p. 113). 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Conclusion
The Cuban Missile Crisis that occurred in October 1962 almost triggered a nuclear war, and it is among the closest events to causing a world war. The confrontation was brought about by the move by the Soviet Union to install its nuclear missiles in Cuba. The Soviet was trying to protect the Cuban administration from invasion by the US. The US reacted by barricading Cuba with its naval ships to prevent the Soviet from bringing in more weapons and equipment into Cuba. A standoff in sea resulted, which led to negotiations between the two superpowers to avert the disaster of nuclear war. The Soviet gave in and agreed to withdraw the nuclear missiles if the US promised not to invade Cuba. Amid the standoff, the leaders of the two superpowers exchanged letters that led to the resolution of the crisis. The crisis shows how a nation can use propaganda to further its cause.    
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