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Diplomacy during the Cold War
The purpose of this paper is to highlight the importance of specific events in creating and activating diplomatic strategies that can last for decades. The example used here is the Truman Doctrine, an approach in foreign politics that the United States accepted in the early years of the Cold War as a strategy to prevent the Soviet expansion in Turkey, Greece, and elsewhere. The paper concludes that while President Truman’s approach in diplomatic affairs prevented Communists from taking power in Turkey and Greece, his doctrine set the stage for a series of unsuccessful interventions in the years that followed.
Regardless of the fact that the United States and the Soviet Union fought as allies during WWII, the end of the war soon gave the stage for what was to be known as the Cold War. The Cold War was a war of philosophies and diplomatic strategies, in which both the United States and the Soviet Union aimed at becoming the dominant global power. The events in Greece and Turkey from 1947 were arguably the first important events of the Cold War. These two countries were at the time- at the borders of the Soviet expansion, and for that reason they were consistently aided financially and militarily by Great Britain. However, on February 21, 1947, the British embassy announced that Britain was no longer capable of providing financial aid to Greece and Turkey, which immediately concerned the American government (Canterbery, 2014).
Turkey seemed at the greatest risk of being “captured” by the Soviet expansion, as Stalin had already stated during the Yalta conference that it needs the control of the Straits of the Dardanelles for security reason, which was under Turkish control. As negotiations with Turkey over a possible joint control failed, Russian troops soon arrived near the Turkish borders Greece, on the other hand, was in deep political and economic problems and was run by a right-wing government that was militarily supported by Great Britain. The Greek Communist party managed to boycott the national elections of March 1946, events that led to the beginning of a Greek civil war a few months later. In response to this event, President Harry Truman sent a $25 million loan to Greece. Greek rebels, on the other hand, were helped by their Communist neighbors, Bulgaria, Albania, and Yugoslavia. Up to this day, there is no evidence that the Soviet Union was involved in the Greek civil war, for which it is still a question of debate on whether the Soviets played any role in it (Rasmussen, 2012).
On February 24, 1947, Secretary of State George Marshall established a meeting with President Truman and the secretaries or war and navies, demanding for economic and military aid to Greece and Turkey. As it was pointed out during the meeting if Greece and Turkey were to become Communist, the Soviet domination of the Balkans would be completed, and potential expansion of the Middle East and the Suez Canal was a threat that couldn’t be ignored. Truman administration agreed to send $300 million to Greece and $100 to Turkey, but it had difficulties convincing the Congress to do so. In a meeting with the chair of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, Arthur Vandenberg, and the State Department officials, Truman attempted to convince them that if the Soviet expansion reaches to Greece and Turkey, three-fourths of the world’s territory would become controlled by the Communists. The legislators eventually accepted Truman’s proposal, but only with the condition that the aid would be sent in a specific package, and that the crisis would be explained by the president publicly (Canterbery, 2014).  
The speech was given by Truman to the U.S. Congress on March 12, 1947, proclaimed the new Truman Doctrine. Truman’s discourse received popular support, and many key political figures from both the Democratic and the Republican Party supported his policy as well. Nevertheless, the president’s doctrine did not lack criticism. The group of conservatives led by Senator Robert Taft, for example, criticized Truman for giving the United States the role of a world’s police officer, a task that required not only a big government but also high taxes. Some segments of the left, on the other hand, criticized Truman for using an emotional tone in his anticommunist speech, spending too much money on foreign aid, and not being able to get help from the United Nations (Man, 2015). 
The Truman doctrine soon became expressed in legislations, as the Greek-Turkish aid bill was enacted on May 22, and the European Recovery Program, also known as the Marshal Plan, became a reality in the following year. These financial aids were aimed at creating a stronger “free” Europe that could defend itself against the Soviet threat (Roskin & Berry, 2010).  
Through his diplomatic approach, President Truman managed to handle the Soviet threat at the borders of Turkey, Greece, and Western Europe. The policies derived from the Truman Doctrine successfully suppressed the Greek Communist insurgency and created a more stable Europe. For example, the Economic Cooperation Administration officials of Greece restricted budgetary and tax policies, and resisted the pressures from right-wing politicians as the United States threatened the government to cut off the aid reforms are not implemented.  The Greek National Army, on the other hand, was supplied by American military advisors, and a counterinsurgency strategy was established. More so, the rest of “free” Europe received from the United States $12 billion from 1948 to 1952, which helped Western European countries to recover, and soon led to an unprecedented economic boom that would create an even greater gap between Western and Eastern Europe (Man, 2015). 
One negative aspect of the Truman Doctrine was its lack of a precise strategic vision. It has often been argued that the doctrine worked better in countries that were culturally or economically more similar to the United States, such as Western Europe or Japan, but that did not prove to be effective in countries that were more different. The doctrine was created in response to the perceived Soviet threat at the borders of European countries, and while it was successfully there, countries that were perceived as underdeveloped were less willing to accept aid from the United States, as they were in a conflict of interests between achieving higher standards of life and maintaining their independence.  The Vietnam War, for example, was a clear example of such a failure (Bostdorff, 2015). 
It can be concluded that the Truman Doctrine was an initial success, as its purpose was to prevent the Soviet expansion in Europe. Without the diplomatic efforts of President Truman, Turkey and Greece might have become Communist countries, and the Cold War might have evolved in a very different way. The Truman doctrine, nevertheless, became the single approach of the United States foreign policies during the Cold War, and American interventions in other countries were often perceived as expansionists.
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