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John F. Kennedy – Address on the Cuban Crisis October 22, 1962
Good evening, my fellow citizens. This Government, as promised, has maintained the closest surveillance of the Soviet military build-up on the island of Cuba. Within the past week unmistakable evidence has established the fact that a series of offensive missile sites is now in preparation on that imprisoned island. The purposes of these bases can be none other than to provide a nuclear strike capability against the Western Hemisphere. […]
Neither the United States of America nor the world community of nations can tolerate deliberate deception and offensive threats on the part of any nation, large or small. We no longer live in a world where only the actual firing of weapons represents a sufficient challenge to a nation's security to constitute maximum peril. Nuclear weapons are so destructive and ballistic missiles are so swift that any substantially increased possibility of their use or any sudden change in their deployment may well be regarded as a definite threat to peace.

For many years both the Soviet Union and the United States, recognizing this fact, have deployed strategic nuclear weapons with great care, never upsetting the precarious status quo which insured that these weapons would not be used in the absence of some vital challenge. Our own strategic missiles have never been transferred to the territory of any other nation under a cloak of secrecy and deception; and our history, unlike that of the Soviets since the end of World War 11, demonstrates that we have no desire to dominate or conquer any other nation or impose our system upon its people. Nevertheless, American citizens have become adjusted to living daily on the bull's eye of Soviet missiles located inside the U.S.S.R. or in submarines. […]
The 1930's taught us a clear lesson: Aggressive conduct, if allowed to grow unchecked and unchallenged, ultimately leads to war. This nation is opposed to war. We are also true to our word. Our unswerving objective, therefore, must be to prevent the use of these missiles against this or any other country and to secure their withdrawal or elimination from the Western Hemisphere.

Our policy has been one of patience and restraint, as befits a peaceful and powerful nation, which leads a world-wide alliance. We have been determined not to be diverted from our central concerns by mere irritants and fanatics. But now further action is required-and it is underway; and these actions may only be the beginning. We will not prematurely or unnecessarily risk the costs of worldwide nuclear war in which even the fruits of victory would be ashes in our mouth-but neither will we shrink from that risk at any time it must be faced.

Acting, therefore, in the defense of our own security and of the entire Western Hemisphere, and under the authority entrusted to me by the Constitution as endorsed by the resolution of the Congress, I have directed that the following initial steps be taken immediately:

First: To halt this offensive build-up, a strict quarantine on all offensive military equipment under shipment to Cuba is being initiated. All ships of any kind bound for Cuba from whatever nation or port will, if found to contain cargoes of offensive weapons, be turned back: This quarantine will be extended, if needed, to other types of cargo and carriers. We are not at this time, however, denying the necessities of life as the Soviets attempted to do in their Berlin blockade of 1948. […]
Seventh and finally: I call upon Chairman Khrushchev to halt and eliminate this clandestine, reckless, and provocative threat to world peace and to stable relations between our two nations. I call upon him further to abandon this course of world domination and to join in an historic effort to end the perilous arms race and transform the history of man. He has an opportunity now to move the world back from the abyss of destruction-by returning to his Government's own words that it had no need to station missiles outside its own territory, and withdrawing these weapons from Cuba-by refraining from any action which will widen or deepen the present crisis-and then by participating in a search for peaceful and permanent solutions. […]
My fellow citizens, let no one doubt that this is a difficult and dangerous effort on which we have set out. No one can foresee precisely what course it will take or what costs or casualties will be incurred. Many months of sacrifice and self-discipline lie ahead-months in which both our patience and our will will be tested, months in which many threats and denunciations will keep us aware of our dangers. But the greatest danger of all would be to do nothing.

The path we have chosen for the present is full of hazards, as all paths are; but it is the one most consistent with our character and courage as a nation and our commitments around the world. The cost of freedom is always high-but Americans have always paid it. And one path we shall never choose, and that is the path of surrender or submission.

Our goal is not the victory of might but the vindication of right-not peace at the expense of freedom, but both peace and freedom, here in this Hemisphere and, we hope, around the world. God willing, that goal will be achieved.

I. Vragen naar aanleiding van de bovenstaande tekst:
1. a) Welke bedreigingen ziet Kennedy in de activiteiten van de Sovjet-Unie op Cuba?

b) Kennedy toont zich vastbesloten om tot handelen over te gaan. Welke argumenten heeft hij voor zijn opstelling? Licht uw antwoord toe.

2. a) Welk buitenlandsbeleid voerde Chroesjtsjov in de oost-west-relaties na de dood van Stalin?

b) In hoeverre past zijn optreden in de Cuba-crisis daarin?

II.

3. Geef een omschrijving van de volgende vier begrippen/namen (max. 5 regels)

a. Taiping-rebellie (ca. 1850-1870)

b. Meiji-restauratie (1867)

c. Vrede van Brest-Litovsk (1918)

d. Ayatollah Khomeini (1900-1989)

4. Verklaar waarom er in Groot-Brittannië in 1848 geen revolutie plaatsvond. Licht uw antwoord toe

III.

5. Welke oorzaken had het moderne imperialisme? Welke verschillen zijn er te onderscheiden tussen de oorzaken van het imperialisme van respectievelijk Groot-Brittannië, Frankrijk en Duitsland?

6. Wat verstaat McKay onder een ‘responsive national state’, en in hoeverre kan het Tweede Duitse Keizerrijk als een ‘responsive national state’ worden gezien? Licht uw antwoord toe met voorbeelden.

IV.
7. Welke twee stromingen in de filosofie komen op in reactie op de crisis in het westerse denken van na de Eerste Wereldoorlog? Beschrijf de stromingen en noem de belangrijkste vertegenwoordigers.

8. Welk ideologisch en maatschappelijk onderscheid kan men maken tussen de totalitaire ideologieën van ‘rechts’ en ‘links’? Leg beide onderscheiden uit.

V.
9. Hoe is het herhaaldelijk uitbreken van militaire conflicten over Israel historisch te verklaren? Betrek in uw antwoord de ontwikkelingen tussen het einde van de 19de eeuw en de stichting van de staat Israel in 1948. Belicht daarbij de factoren die zowel aan de Joodse als Arabische kant een rol spelen.

10. Wat beoogde Gorbatsjov met zijn hervormingen? Hoe werkte hij deze nader uit in zijn beleid als leider van de Sovjet-Unie? Beschrijf hierbij maatregelen op vier verschillende terreinen.

