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Opinion
The Cultural Cold War literature is a fascinating research
field which highlights the interaction and interdependence
between ideology, culture and propaganda. A significant number
of contributions in the field have renewed and deepened
our understanding on the nature of the Cold War beyond the
diplomatic history perspective. In this respect, it is worth citing
Kenneth Osgood’s conceptualization of the Cold War as a ‘total
conflict’ in the sense that the traditional distinction in war
conflicts between the ‘front line’ and the ‘internal front’ was
practically eliminated and societies were involved in the waging
of the war in diverse and far-reaching ways [1]. As Scott Lucas
has remarked the huge military spending during the Cold War
would be “meaningless if populations did not endorse and, in
some cases, proselytize the values that proved their superiority”
[2].
Another important contribution of the Cultural Cold War
literature has been the re-examination of the relationship
between state and civil society in the shaping of the Cold War.
In short, research has been able to document the complex
interaction between government institutions (public agencies,
intelligence and propaganda mechanisms etc) - both official
and unofficial - and civil society groups or private initiative.
This analysis has revealed a bidirectional flow of initiatives and
activities that undermines the perception of the Cold War as a
top-down process totally driven and formulated by governments
with the passive involvement of society in its implications.
Moreover, it has convincingly made the argument that in many
cases private interests, values and goals were pivotal in the actual
form and content of the Cold War conflict. The above aspects of
the relationship between state and society in the Cold War have
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been captured in the formulation of the concept “state-private
network” which has generated a fruitful line of research [3].

Going a step forward recent scholar works have emphasized
the primary role of transnational networks of individuals - in
comparison to government policies -in promoting Cold War
ideology and the anti-communist consensus in both sides
of the Atlantic [4]. This perspective is in line with the shift in
20th century historiography from the “American century” to
the “transatlantic century” which also reconstructs the Cold
War period as a relationship of interdependence and mutual
exchanges between the New and the Old World [5].
What I would like to suggest in this note is that a coreperiphery distinction in the above formulations could be useful
not as an essentialist approach but as an effort to contextualize
the features of the Cold War conflict in relation to the specific
historical, political, social and institutional legacies in smaller
countries such as Greece. Greece’s relative differentiation from
these patterns of analysis will be briefly commented here not as
an exceptional case, but probably as representative of a number
of countries facing a weak or failed state challenge in the
aftermath of WWII and/or a legacy of colonial or semi-colonial
legacy in the pre-war period.
In the Greek case, the role of the state is far more important
than private initiatives in the development of Cold War ideology.
The initiatives of private groups in the transatlantic nexus and in
the promotion of anticommunist ideology were more oriented
towards the internal realm as a means of resolving in their
favour conflicts and divisions already existing from the interwar
period and also securing economic resources from the state than
towards fulfilling goals and aspirations of truly transatlantic
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origin and perspective. In this way, transnational elements and
currents were instrumentalized by national elites.

Moreover, the degree of inequality in the bilateral
relationship between Greece and the US is decisive in challenging
the perception of a genuine transatlantic community between
the two countries. Following the end of WWII, Greece was
on the verge of economic default and in the midst of a brutal
civil war. The US on the other hand gradually emerged as the
leader of the ‘Free World’ in the battle against totalitarianism;
thus, Greece evolved into a ‘taste case’ for US leadership. With
the Truman Doctrine and the Marshall Plan, US involvement
in post-war Greece took the form of a state-building project
aiming to the country’s economic, institutional and ideological
reconstruction. This strategy was also reflected in the shaping of
American cultural diplomacy towards Greece and in the overall
development of the Cultural Cold War in the country [6]. To
conclude, the state - in the form of the American and the Greek
government in their close interaction - was the decisive actor in
the Cultural Cold War in the Greek case.
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