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WHAT Does THE GoVERNMENT OF THE USSR BEeLIEVE IT Is NecessaRY To STATE To THE GoVERNMENT OF THE Us?
THAT IS A QUESTION ROOTED IN CoLD W AR DIPLOMACY, IDEOLOGICAL CONFLICT, AND THE COMPLEX RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
TWO SUPERPOWERS THAT SHAPED THE 20TH CENTURY. THE SovieT Union (USSR) anp THE UNiTEp STATES (US) weERE
ENGAGED IN A PROLONGED IDEOLOGICAL, POLITICAL, AND MILITARY RIVALRY, EACH WITH DISTINCT BELIEFS ABOUT THE NATURE
OF GOVERNANCE, INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, AND THE PATH TO GLOBAL STABILITY. UNDERSTANDING WHAT THE USSR
BELIEVED IT WAS NECESSARY TO COMMUNICATE TO THE US INVOLVES EXPLORING SOVIET FOREIGN POLICY PRINCIPLES,
IDEOLOGICAL STANCES, STRATEGIC INTERESTS, AND THE HISTORICAL CONTEXT OF THEIR INTERACTIONS.

THIS ARTICLE DELVES INTO THE CORE MESSAGES THE USSR DEEMED ESSENTIAL TO CONVEY TO THE US GOVERNMENT,
EXAMINING DIPLOMATIC COMMUNICATIONS, IDEOLOGICAL ASSERTIONS, SECURITY CONCERNS, AND VISIONS FOR INTERNATIONAL

ORDER. BY ANALYZING THESE ELEMENTS, WE GAIN INSIGHT INTO THE USSR’S DIPLOMATIC POSTURE AND THE UNDERLYING
MOTIVES THAT GUIDED ITS INTERACTIONS WITH THE US DURING THE CoLD W AR ERA.

THe FOUNDATIONS OF SoVIET ForeligGN PoLicy AND COMMUNICATION GOALS

IDEOLOGICAL PRINCIPLES AND THE SOVIET PERSPECTIVE

THe SoVIET UNION'S FOREIGN POLICY WAS DEEPLY ROOTED IN MARXIST-LENINIST IDEOLOGY, EMPHASIZING THE SPREAD OF
SOCIALISM, THE OVERTHROW OF CAPITALIST SYSTEMS, AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A CLASSLESS SOCIETY. THE USSR
BELIEVED THAT!

o CAPITALISM WAS INHERENTLY EXPLOITATIVE AND IMPERIALISTIC.

e COMMUNISM REPRESENTED THE FUTURE OF HUMAN DEVELOPMENT AND WAS A FORCE FOR GLOBAL LIBERATION.

¢ INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION AMONG SOCIALIST STATES WAS VITAL FOR THE PROGRESS OF HUMANITY.

GIVEN THESE BELIEFS, THE USSR VIEWED ITS INTERACTIONS WITH THE US NOT MERELY AS DIPLOMATIC EXCHANGES BUT AS
IDEOLOGICAL CONFRONTATIONS. THEREFORE, WHAT THE USSR BELIEVED IT NECESSARY TO COMMUNICATE TO THE US OFTEN
INVOLVED ASSERTING ITS IDEOLOGICAL STANCE, EXPOSING WHAT IT SAW AS THE FLAWS OF CAPITALISM, AND PROMOTING THE
VIRTUES OF SOCIALISM.

GoALs oF SoVvIET COMMUNICATION To THE US
THe USSR’s PRIMARY OBJECTIVES IN COMMUNICATING WITH THE US INCLUDED:

1. DEFENDING ITS SOVEREIGNTY AND IDEOLOGICAL SYSTEM AGAINST PERCEIVED IMPERIALIST THREATS.

2. SEEKING RECOGNITION OF ITS SECURITY INTERESTS, ESPECIALLY IN EASTERN EUROPE AND BEYOND.



3. PROMOTING THE LEGITIMACY OF ITS SOCIALIST SYSTEM ON THE INTERNATIONAL STAGE.

4. PREVENTING MILITARY CONFRONTATION AND FOSTERING DIPLOMATIC CHANNELS TO AVOID MISUNDERSTANDING
ESCALATION.

Key MessAGes THE USSR BeLIEVED IT NecessAarY To ConNvEY To THE US

1. THE NATURE OF THE SOVIET SYSTEM AND ITS RIGHT TO EXIST

THe USSR CONSIDERED IT FUNDAMENTAL TO AFFIRM THAT ITS SOCIALIST GOVERNMENT WAS LEGITIMATE, STABLE, AND
ENTITLED TO DEFEND ITSELF. THIS INCLUDED:
® STATING THAT THE SOVIET SYSTEM WAS A PRODUCT OF THE WILL OF ITS PEOPLE AND HISTORY.

® REJECTING ACCUSATIONS OF AGGRESSIVE EXPANSIONISM, INSTEAD FRAMING ITS ACTIONS AS DEFENSIVE OR
REVOLUTIONARY.

® ASSERTING THE SOVEREIGNTY OF SOCIALIST STATES AND THEIR RIGHT TO CHOOSE THEIR POLITICAL SYSTEMS FREE FROM
EXTERNAL INTERFERENCE.

2. THE THREAT ofF CAPITALISM AND IMPERIALISM

A CORE ELEMENT OF SOVIET COMMUNICATION WAS HIGHLIGHTING THE DANGERS OF W/ESTERN CAPITALISM, PARTICULARLY US-
LED IMPERIALISM. THE USSR AIMED TO:

® EXPOSE THE INEQUALITIES AND INJUSTICES OF CAPITALISM.
® |LLUSTRATE HOW US FOREIGN POLICY OFTEN DESTABILIZED OTHER NATIONS FOR ECONOMIC AND STRATEGIC GAINS.

e POSITION SOCIALISM AS A PEACEFUL ALTERNATIVE TO THE AGGRESSIVE TENDENCIES OF W/ESTERN POWERS.

3. THe DeSIRE FOR PEACE AND SECURITY

DespiTe CoLb W AR TENSIONS, THE USSR OFTEN EMPHASIZED ITS DESIRE FOR PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE. THE KEY MESSAGES
INCLUDED:

e CALLING FOR MUTUAL RESPECT AND NON-AGGRESSION.

® \X/ ARNING AGAINST NUCLEAR ARMS RACE ESCALATION, ADVOCATING FOR DISARMAMENT NEGOTIATIONS.



® HIGHLIGHTING THAT THE SOVIET UNION SOUGHT SECURITY THROUGH BALANCE AND DIPLOMACY, NOT CONQUEST.

4. RecoGNITION oF THE USSR’s SecUrITY CONCERNS

THE USSR BELIEVED IT NECESSARY TO COMMUNICATE ITS CONCERNS ABOUT NATO EXPANSION, MILITARY ALLIANCES, AND
FOREIGN INTERVENTION IN ITS SPHERE OF INFLUENCE:

e STRESSING THAT NATO’S EXPANSION THREATENED SOVIET SECURITY.
® ARGUING THAT THE PRESENCE OF FOREIGN TROOPS AND WEAPONS NEAR SOVIET BORDERS WAS UNACCEPTABLE.

® DEMANDING ASSURANCES THAT WESTERN POWERS WOULD RESPECT SOVIET INTERESTS AND BORDERS.

5. THe CALL FOR ResPecT AND EQUAL DIPLOMACY
THE USSR SOUGHT TO ESTABLISH A DIPLOMATIC TONE BASED ON MUTUAL RESPECT AND EQUALITY:
L] REJECTING THE NOTION OF US SUPERIORITY OR HEGEMONY.

® URGING FOR NEGOTIATIONS BASED ON PARITY RATHER THAN DOMINANCE.

e EMPHASIZING THAT PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE COULD ONLY BE ACHIEVED IF BOTH SUPERPOWERS RECOGNIZED EACH OTHER'S
SOVEREIGNTY.

HisToricAL CONTEXT AND SPECIFIC INSTANCES OF COMMUNICATION

THe YALTA AND PoTsDAM CONFERENCES

DURING THE FINAL STAGES OF WORLD W/ AR I, SOVIET LEADERS COMMUNICATED THEIR EXPECTATIONS AND DEMANDS TO THE
US AND ITS ALLIES. THEY EMPHASIZED:

® THE NEED FOR A SPHERE OF INFLUENCE IN EASTERN EUROPE FOR SOVIET SECURITY.

® RECOGNITION OF SOVIET INTERESTS IN REPARATIONS AND REBUILDING EFFORTS.

o CONCERNS ABOUT THE FUTURE OF GERMANY AND EUROPEAN STABILITY.



THe CoLb W AR ErRA: DIPLOMATIC EXCHANGES AND PUBLIC STATEMENTS

THROUGHOUT THE CoLD \X/AR/ SOVIET LEADERS LIKE STALIN, KHRUSHCHEV/ BREZHNEV, AND GORBACHEV CRAFTED MESSAGES
TO THE US THAT REFLECTED EVOLVING PRIORITIES:
e STALIN EMPHASIZED THE USSR’S READINESS TO DEFEND SOCIALIST GAINS AND WARNED AGAINST US INTERVENTION.

® KHRUSHCHEV’S SPEECHES OFTEN HIGHLIGHTED THE DANGERS OF US IMPERIALISM WHILE ADVOCATING PEACEFUL
COEXISTENCE.

e (GORBACHEV’S POLICIES AIMED AT REDUCING TENSIONS, COMMUNICATING A WILLINGNESS TO REFORM AND COOPERATE.

NoTABLE INCIDENTS AND DIPLOMATIC NOTES

SOME KEY MOMENTS WHERE THE USSR COMMUNICATED SPECIFIC MESSAGES INCLUDED:
1. THe BerLin Crisis (1948-1949 anp 196 1): SOVIET MESSAGES DEMANDING RESPECT FOR THEIR ACCESS AND
INFLUENCE IN BERLIN.

2. THe Cusan MissiLE Crisis (1962): THE USSR>S DECLARATION OF ITS MISSILE DEPLOYMENT AS A DEFENSIVE MEASURE
EMPHASIZING THE NEED FOR SECURITY GUARANTEES.

/

3. THe HeLsinkl Accorns (1975): THe USSR’S COMMITMENT TO HUMAN RIGHTS AND RESPECT FOR BORDERS, COUNTERED
BY US CRITIQUES.

THE LEGACY oF SovIET COMMUNICATIONS To THE US

UNDERSTANDING WHAT THE USSR BELIEVED IT NECESSARY TO STATE TO THE US HELPS ILLUMINATE THE BROADER DYNAMICS
ofF CoLD W AR DIPLOMACY:

® REVEALS THE IDEOLOGICAL BATTLEGROUNDS AND THE IMPORTANCE PLACED ON PROPAGANDA AND MESSAGING.

® HIGHLIGHTS THE PERSISTENT FEARS AND SECURITY CONCERNS THAT DROVE SUPERPOWER ACTIONS.

® PROVIDES CONTEXT FOR KEY DIPLOMATIC GESTURES, TREATIES, AND CONFLICTS THAT SHAPED INTERNATIONAL
RELATIONS FOR DECADES.

FURTHERMORE/ ANALYZING THESE MESSAGES OFFERS LESSONS ON THE IMPORTANCE OF COMMUNICATION, MUTUAL
UNDERSTANDING, AND THE DANGERS OF MISINTERPRETATION IN INTERNATIONAL DIPLOMACY.



CoNcCLUSION

THE QUESTION OF WHAT THE USSR BELIEVED NECESSARY TO STATE TO THE US ENCAPSULATES A COMPLEX WEB OF
IDEOLOGICAL ASSERTIONS, SECURITY CONCERNS, AND DIPLOMATIC STRATEGY. THE SoVIET UNION SOUGHT TO COMMUNICATE
ITS LEGITIMACY, EXPOSE PERCEIVED THREATS OF CAPITALISM AND IMPERIALISM, ADVOCATE FOR PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE, AND
SECURE ITS GEOPOLITICAL INTERESTS. THESE MESSAGES, CONVEYED THROUGH DIPLOMATIC CHANNELS, PUBLIC SPEECHES, AND
STRATEGIC NEGOTIATIONS, PLAYED A CRUCIAL ROLE IN SHAPING THE CoLb W AR LANDSCAPE.

BY UNDERSTANDING THESE CORE MESSAGES, WE GAIN NOT ONLY HISTORICAL INSIGHT BUT ALSO A BROADER APPRECIATION OF
THE DELICATE BALANCE OF DIPLOMACY, IDEOLOGY, AND POWER THAT DEFINED THE INTERACTIONS BETWEEN THE USSR AND THE
US DURING ONE OF THE MOST TENSE PERIODS IN MODERN HISTORY.

FREQUENTLY ASkeD QUESTIONS

\W/HAT ARE THE MAIN DIPLOMATIC MESSAGES THE USSR AIMED TO CONVEY To THE US
DURING THE CoLD W AR?

THeE USSR EMPHASIZED THE IMPORTANCE OF MUTUAL RESPECT, NON-AGGRESSION, AND THE NEED FOR PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE
WHILE ASSERTING ITS IDEOLOGICAL STANCE AND SEEKING RECOGNITION OF ITS SECURITY CONCERNS.

\WHY DID THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT BELIEVE IT WAS NECESSARY TO COMMUNICATE
SPECIFIC STATEMENTS TO THE US GOVERNMENT?

THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT SAW IT AS ESSENTIAL TO CLARIFY ITS POSITION ON SECURITY, IDEOLOGICAL DIFFERENCES, AND
INTERNATIONAL POLICIES TO PREVENT MISUNDERSTANDINGS AND TO NEGOTIATE FROM A POSITION OF STRENGTH.

How pip THE USSR VIEW THE IMPORTANCE OF TRANSPARENCY IN ITS
COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE US GOVERNMENT?

THE USSR BELIEVED TRANSPARENCY WAS CRUCIAL FOR BUILDING TRUST, REDUCING TENSIONS, AND AVOIDING
MISUNDERSTANDINGS THAT COULD LEAD TO CONFLICT, ESPECIALLY DURING PERIODS OF HEIGHTENED CoLb W AR TENSIONS.

IN WHAT CONTEXT DID THE USSR FEEL IT NECESSARY TO ADDRESS THE US
GOVERNMENT EXPLICITLY?

THe USSR FELT IT NECESSARY TO ADDRESS THE US GOVERNMENT DURING DIPLOMATIC NEGOTIATIONS, ARMS CONTROL TALKS,
OR IN RESPONSE TO US POLICIES PERCEIVED AS HOSTILE, TO ASSERT ITS INTERESTS AND DEFEND ITS SOVEREIGNTY.

WHAT MESSAGES DID THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT PRIORITIZE IN ITS OFFICIAL STATEMENTS
To THE US TO PROMOTE ITS IDEOLOGICAL AND STRATEGIC GOALS?

THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT PRIORITIZED MESSAGES EMPHASIZING PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE, OPPOSITION TO IMPERIALISM, THE
LEGITIMACY OF ITS SOCIALIST SYSTEM, AND THE NEED FOR RESPECT OF ITS SECURITY CONCERNS IN INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS.

ADDITIONAL RESOURCES

WHAT Does THE GoVvERNMENT OF THE USSR BELIEVE IT Is NECESSARY To STATE To THE GoverNMENT OF THE US?
THAT



IN THE COMPLEX LANDSCAPE OF COLD W/ AR DIPLOMACY, IDEOLOGICAL CONFRONTATION, AND GEOPOLITICAL MANEUVERING, THE
QUESTIONS SURROUNDING COMMUNICATION BETWEEN THE SoVIET UNion (USSR) ano THe UniTed StaTes (US) HAVE
ALWAYS BEEN OF PARAMOUNT IMPORTANCE. AT THE CORE OF THESE INTERACTIONS LIES A FUNDAMENTAL INQUIRY: WHAT DOES
THE USSR BELIEVE IT IS NECESSARY TO ARTICULATE TO THE US GOVERNMENT? THIS QUESTION ENCAPSULATES NOT ONLY THE
CONTENT OF DIPLOMATIC MESSAGES BUT ALSO REFLECTS THE SOVIET WORLDVIEW, STRATEGIC PRIORITIES, AND IDEOLOGICAL
STANCE.

UNDERSTANDING THE SOVIET PERSPECTIVE REQUIRES DELVING INTO THE POLITICAL, IDEOLOGICAL, AND STRATEGIC FRAMEW ORK
THAT GUIDED THEIR DIPLOMATIC COMMUNICATIONS. THIS ARTICLE EXPLORES WHAT THE USSR DEEMED NECESSARY TO
COMMUNICATE TO THE US GOVERNMENT, EXAMINING THE HISTORICAL CONTEXT, KEY THEMES IN SOVIET DIPLOMATIC MESSAGING,
AND THE UNDERLYING MOTIVES DRIVING THESE STATEMENTS.

THe FOUNDATIONS OF SoVIET DIPLOMATIC PHILOSOPHY: COMMUNISM AND
SECURITY

IDEOLOGICAL PRIMACY AND THE DEFENSE OF COMMUNIST PRINCIPLES

THE SoVIET UNION’S DIPLOMATIC COMMUNICATIONS WERE ROOTED PRIMARILY IN THE DEFENSE AND PROMOTION OF ITS
IDEOLOGICAL STANCE—MARXISM-LENINISM. THE USSR SAW ITSELF AS THE VANGUARD OF A GLOBAL REVOLUTIONARY
MOVEMENT, AND AS SUCH, IT BELIEVED THAT ITS STATEMENTS TO THE US HAD TO EXPLICITLY ARTICULATE ITS IDEOLOGICAL
POSITION.

KEY POINTS INCLUDED:

- RejecTioN oF CAPITALIST ExXPLOITATION: THE USSR CONSISTENTLY EMPHASIZED THE EXPLOITATIVE NATURE OF
CAPITALISM, CRITICIZING US POLICIES THAT THEY VIEWED AS IMPERIALIST AND OPPRESSIVE.

- PROMOTION OF SOCIALIST ALTERNATIVES: SOVIET MESSAGES OFTEN HIGHLIGHTED THE SUCCESSES OF SOCIALIST
DEVELOPMENT AND SOUGHT TO DEMONSTRATE THE SUPERIORITY OF THE SOCIALIST MODEL OVER CAPITALIST SYSTEMS.

- DEFENSE AGAINST WESTERN INTERVENTION: THE USSR BELIEVED IT NECESSARY TO ASSERT ITS RIGHT TO DEFEND ITS
SOCIALIST SYSTEM AGAINST PERCEIVED THREATS, INCLUDING MILITARY INTERVENTIONS, ECONOMIC SANCTIONS, OR DIPLOMATIC
PRESSURES.

IN ESSENCE, SOVIET COMMUNICATIONS AIMED TO REINFORCE THE LEGITIMACY OF THEIR SYSTEM AND TO CHALLENGE US-LED
CAPITALIST HEGEMONY.

STRATEGIC SECURITY AND DETERRENCE

BEYOND IDEOLOGICAL ASSERTIONS, THE USSR REGARDED STRATEGIC SECURITY AS A CORE CONCERN. THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT
BELIEVED THAT THEY NEEDED TO CLEARLY COMMUNICATE TO THE US THE IMPORTANCE OF MUTUAL RESPECT AND THE
RECOGNITION OF SOVIET SECURITY INTERESTS.

KEY ELEMENTS INCLUDED:

- NUCLEAR DETERRENCE: DURING THE CoLD W AR, NUCLEAR CAPABILITIES FORMED A CENTRAL PILLAR OF SOVIET SECURITY
STRATEGY. THE USSR BELIEVED IT NECESSARY TO OPENLY STATE ITS NUCLEAR CAPABILITIES AND DOCTRINES TO DETER US
AGGRESSION.

- RESPECT FOR SOVEREIGNTY: THE USSR INSISTED THAT ITS SPHERE OF INFLUENCE IN EASTERN EUROPE AND OTHER REGIONS
WAS NON-NEGOTIABLE AND NECESSARY FOR ITS NATIONAL SECURITY.

- OpposITION TO NATO EXPANSION: SOVIET LEADERS BELIEVED THEY HAD TO COMMUNICATE THEIR OPPOSITION TO NATO’s
EXPANSION AND ANY MILITARY ENCIRCLEMENT PLANS, EMPHASIZING THAT SUCH ACTIONS THREATENED THEIR SECURITY.



THESE THEMES UNDERSCORED A BELIEF THAT THE US NEEDED TO UNDERSTAND AND RESPECT SOVIET SECURITY CONCERNS TO
AVOID CONFLICT.

Key THeMES IN SoVvIET COMMUNICATIONS To THE US

CALLS FOR MUTUAL RecoGNITION AND NON-INTERFERENCE

ONE OF THE RECURRENT THEMES IN SOVIET DIPLOMATIC MESSAGING WAS THE CALL FOR MUTUAL RECOGNITION OF SOVEREIGNTY
AND NON-INTERFERENCE IN DOMESTIC AFFAIRS.

- RecocnNITION oF THE USSR AS A LEGITIMATE STATE: SOVIET LEADERS EMPHASIZED THAT THE US SHOULD RECOGNIZE THE
USSR’s SOVEREIGNTY AND GOVERNMENT AS LEGITIMATE.

- OPPOSITION TO INTERVENTION: THE USSR CONSISTENTLY STATED THAT IT OPPOSED ANY FORM OF INTERVENTION, WHETHER
MILITARY, ECONOMIC, OR POLITICAL, IN THE INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF OTHER NATIONS, INCLUDING THE US ITSELF.

- ProMoTION OF DIPLOMATIC ENGAGEMENT: THE USSR BELIEVED THAT OPEN CHANNELS OF COMMUNICATION AND DIPLOMATIC
DIALOGUE WERE NECESSARY TO PREVENT MISUNDERSTANDINGS AND CONFLICTS.

THIS APPROACH WAS ROOTED IN THE SOVIET BELIEF THAT RESPECT FOR SOVEREIGNTY WAS ESSENTIAL FOR PEACEFUL
COEXISTENCE.

ReJecTiON OF IMPERIALISM AND COLONIALISM

THE SoVIET UNION POSITIONED ITSELF AS AN ANTI-IMPERIALIST POWER, AND THIS WAS REFLECTED IN WHAT IT BELIEVED IT
NEEDED TO COMMUNICATE!

- CONDEMNATION OF US IMPERIALISM: SOVIET STATEMENTS OFTEN CONDEMNED US MILITARY INTERVENTIONS ABROAD, SUCH AS
IN KOREA, VIETNAM, OR LATIN AMERICA, FRAMING THESE ACTIONS AS IMPERIALIST AGGRESSIONS.

- SOLIDARITY WITH ANTI-CoLONIAL MOVEMENTS: THE USSR SOUGHT TO PORTRAY ITSELF AS A SUPPORTER OF LIBERATION
MOVEMENTS, CONTRASTING ITS STANCE WITH US POLICIES.

THIS RHETORIC AIMED TO RALLY INTERNATIONAL SUPPORT AND POSITION THE USSR AS A CHAMPION OF GLOBAL ANTI-
IMPERIALIST STRUGGLES.

CALLS For ArMS ConTrOL AND PeaceruL COEXISTENCE

DESPITE THEIR SUSPICION oF US MOTIVES, SOVIET LEADERS RECOGNIZED THE IMPORTANCE OF STRATEGIC STABILITY:

- NucLEAR ARMS LIMITATIONS: THE USSR BELIEVED IT NECESSARY TO COMMUNICATE ITS WILLINGNESS FOR ARMS CONTROL
AGREEMENTS, SUCH AS SALT TREATIES, TO REDUCE THE RISK OF NUCLEAR WAR.

- ProMoTION OF PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE: THE USSR PROMOTED THE IDEA THAT SOCIALISM AND CAPITALISM COULD COEXIST
PEACEFULLY IF BOTH SIDES RESPECTED EACH OTHER'S SYSTEMS AND BORDERS.

THESE MESSAGES WERE INTENDED TO REDUCE TENSIONS AND CREATE SPACE FOR DIPLOMATIC NEGOTIATIONS.



THe UNDERLYING MoTIVES: WHY Does THE USSR FIND IT NECESSARY TO
CoMMUNICATE THeSE PoOINTS?

To DEFEND THE SOVIET SYSTEM

A PRIMARY MOTIVE WAS THE DESIRE TO DEFEND THE USSR’S POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC SYSTEM AGAINST EXTERNAL CRITICISM
AND THREATS. BY ARTICULATING THESE POINTS, THE USSR AIMED TO LEGITIMIZE ITS GOVERNANCE MODEL AND RESIST US
EFFORTS TO UNDERMINE IT.

To ASSERT STRATEGIC PARITY AND DETERRENCE

THE USSR BELIEVED THAT TRANSPARENT COMMUNICATION OF ITS MILITARY AND NUCLEAR CAPABILITIES WAS ESSENTIAL TO
ESTABLISH STRATEGIC PARITY AND DETER US AGGRESSION. THIS WAS ESPECIALLY CRITICAL DURING THE COLD \X/AR, WHERE
MUTUAL SUSPICION NECESSITATED CLEAR MESSAGING.

To INFLUENCE GLoBAL OPINION AND ALLIANCES

THROUGH DIPLOMATIC COMMUNICATIONS, THE USSR AIMED TO RALLY SUPPORT FROM OTHER NATIONS, PARTICULARLY THOSE
IN THE NON-ALIGNED MOVEMENT OR THOSE UNDER COLONIAL RULE. FRAMING US POLICIES AS IMPERIALIST AND AGGRESSIVE
ENABLED THE USSR TO POSITION ITSELF AS A LEADER OF THE GLOBAL ANTI-IMPERIALIST FRONT.

To Seek DIPLOMATIC LEVERAGE

BY ARTICULATING CLEAR POSITIONS AND DEMANDS, THE USSR SOUGHT TO GAIN LEVERAGE IN NEGOTIATIONS, WHETHER FOR
ARMS TREATIES, ECONOMIC AGREEMENTS, OR RECOGNITION OF ITS GEOPOLITICAL INTERESTS.

To PROMOTE THE IDEOLOGICAL BATTLE

COMMUNICATIONS OFTEN CARRIED AN IDEOLOGICAL MESSAGE, EMPHASIZING THE MORAL AND HISTORICAL SUPERIORITY OF
SOCIALISM OVER CAPITALISM. THIS SERVED TO REINFORCE INTERNAL PROPAGANDA AND PROJECT STRENGTH EXTERNALLY.

HisTorICAL EXAMPLES OF SoVIET COMMUNICATIONS TO THE US

BerLIN CRISIS AND THE NEED FOR RECOGNITION

DURING THE BerLIN CrisiS oF 1961, THE USSR COMMUNICATED TO THE US THAT WESTERN POLICIES IN BERLIN THREATENED
SoVIET SECURITY. THE USSR DEMANDED RECOGNITION OF THE DIVIDED CITY’S STATUS AND OPPOSED US ATTEMPTS TO
ACCESS EAST BERLIN.



HeLsinkl Accorbs AND THE CALL FOR ReESPECT oF HUMAN RIGHTS

THE USSR ENGAGED IN DIPLOMATIC TALKS EMPHASIZING THE IMPORTANCE OF RESPECTING SOVEREIGNTY, TERRITORIAL
INTEGRITY, AND HUMAN RIGHTS, FRAMING THESE ISSUES AS VITAL FOR PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE.

STRATEGIC ARMS LIMITATION TALks (SALT)

THeE USSR ARTICULATED ITS WILLINGNESS TO NEGOTIATE ARMS LIMITATION TREATIES, EMPHASIZING THE NECESSITY OF
STRATEGIC STABILITY, BUT ALSO INSISTING ON PARITY AND MUTUAL SECURITY GUARANTEES.

ConNcrusioN:; THe BALANCE oF COMMUNICATION AND POWER

THE SoVIET UNION’S DIPLOMATIC COMMUNICATIONS TO THE US WERE DRIVEN BY A COMPLEX MIXTURE OF IDEOLOGICAL
CONVICTION, STRATEGIC NECESSITY, AND GEOPOLITICAL AMBITION. THE USSR BELIEVED IT NECESSARY TO ARTICULATE A
CLEAR SET OF MESSAGES THAT DEFENDED ITS SYSTEM, ASSERTED ITS SECURITY INTERESTS, CONDEMNED us IMPERIALISM, AND
SOUGHT PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE—WHILE ALSO MAINTAINING A POSTURE OF STRENGTH AND READINESS.

UNDERSTANDING WHAT THE USSR DEEMED ESSENTIAL TO COMMUNICATE REVEALS MUCH ABOUT THE BROADER CoLD W AR
DYNAMIC: A PERSISTENT STRUGGLE FOR IDEOLOGICAL DOMINANCE, STRATEGIC PARITY, AND MUTUAL RESPECT—OR AT LEAST
MUTUAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT—AMIDST DEEP-SEATED MISTRUST. T HESE MESSAGES, WHETHER THROUGH DIPLOMATIC NOTES,
SPEECHES, OR INTERNATIONAL TREATIES, FORMED THE BACKBONE OF SOVIET FOREIGN POLICY DURING A TENSE AND
TRANSFORMATIVE ERA IN \WORLD HISTORY.

IN suM, THE USSR’S COMMUNICATION TO THE US WAS NOT MERELY ABOUT DIPLOMACY; IT WAS A REFLECTION OF ITS
WORLDVIEW—A DESIRE TO ASSERT ITS IDENTITY, DEFEND ITS INTERESTS, AND SHAPE THE GLOBAL ORDER ACCORDING TO ITS
REVOLUTIONARY IDEALS.
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